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ings, They can beat wich any Notions here, 
w Rich dont ſubvert the Juſtice of God, or ſul 
ly. the Glory of his Free Grace in the Pardon 
of Sin: But they ſtifly deny any juſt Inference 
to be made from the true account of the Atone 
ment of Sin by J. C. for his Supreme Deity, 
which is what; you. and others drive: at: you 


telling us, pegs 1. that the Docfrine af the, Satife. 
fals 2 of Ghriſt ; 
that if he were not Gad at well at Man, he cou d not 
fetiefy, &c. This is the common Plea, but of 
what weight tis will be ſcen by what follows. 
As to your. Management of the Argument, 
doubt whether au that was hearty: in the 
Cauſe ever proſetuted it, either more feebly 
or more unfairly; for what no Socinian wou'd 
ever ſay, nay what he expreſiy denys, you put 
into your Sociniun's Mouth, and malen him 
wat yau found in Trinitariune Books; be 
you judg'd it migim be odious. he mot 
i and obvious Argument which the M- 
ftarians inſiſt on, viz. the Inconſiſtency of a 
ſtrict n with 
free gnatuitous Pardm, you are fo: ignorant, or 
diſingenuous, as never. once to mention; ant 


yet you ha ve the. Many to tell: the World, 
von have conſier'd the chief of the: Socinian 


ug when you ha ve otily attackid one _ 
<alb chit maſk: celebrated” Book witht hem. To me 
it appears; that you have but juſt-dip'd into 
A areerg ani don't fol muchi as under- 
ſtand. the 1 it. In order to ſhew 
ur defe ds or f 

hr (hath int ſtate the Matter in Hiſpute; 
anch then ſhew how ſhort. you are of proving 


your Vbint againft the Tniparians,, ©! 
L 0 Astothe Matter! in Difpyte;;- L wil not 
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lay weight upon Words and Phraſes, that may 


have various and uncertain Meanings. Tbe 
Lerm SatisfaFioy, in a legal ſenſe, is wholly 
unferiptural. I think you are nat quite ſo 
happy as ridiculous, in pretending to diſcoyer 
Ic in Ifas 5311. Which 1 think none before 


4 did; and I fancy none after you will interpret 


of a Satisfaction to juſtice, when it plainly 
ſpeaks of a complacential Delight, the Servant 
of CH ſhou'd have in the Iſfue of his Under: 
taking. But any jingle of Words ſerves ſome 
Mean, let the Senſe be ever ſo foreign to their 
pur poſe; however, neither the unſcriptural 
Term Satisfattion, nor the ſcriptural Terms 
Redemption, Propitiation,, Atonement, Sacrifice, &c. 
is the Matten of: this Diſpute : the Unitarians 
can allow all theſe, hos the very Racovian Ca- 
techifan, - dich you y is their Standard, ex: 


preſly allows J. C. to be our expiatory Sacrifice, © 


cha p. 8. and that in the fame ſenſe , nay, in 
4 fuller than the Sacrifices er the Law were ſuch, 
So that they have ſaid: what is falſe, who tell 
the World, that the Sgrinians in general: den 

Chriſt dy d à prepes Sacrifice for Sin: muc 

leſs do the Arjan Unitarians decline the Rxpreſ 
ſion. Nor ſhall the Phraſe! of 20 /lyo, loc, or 
his dying in our ſtezd,, make any Differences 
ſo that che Antinomi an ſenſe of his ſuſtaining, our 


legal Perſon, be excluded The Ru GA 
ebiſm aſſerts / it; that Chriſt dy'd ag Victim. 


ſaccedanea. — he that ſuffers With a 
Deſign to prev our Suffering (Which 45 
granted) truly ſuffers in our ſtead. 
Zut the true State of the Queſtion is about 
the meaning of - the aforeſaid! Ex preſſions, vi. 
Whether, or not our Ld F. Ch. endur d ſuth infinite 


(Bunifhment at the hunde o "God, 4, Was &  figil 


equivalenti Compenſation. 10 vindiftive Juſtice for the 
int of Meng, and ſtriciix meritorious of their Pat- 
dn. It muſt. not only be Puniſhinent, but equi - 
valent to all that a World of Sinners had de- 
ſerv'd at the hands of ſevete Juſtice; for ever: 
and is order torthis it mufſſ be Infinite in value; ; 
for no other Notion of Chriſt's. Satisfaction 


can afford you; ſo much as. a pretence ot an 
gument for his Inbnite Neity. E hexe foreyou. 
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ward; and othert. If it was proper Puni 


4 


4) 


5 Sotho + * - LS, 


2. Having thus ftated the Cafe, I am next 


ment laid on Chriſt, yet if that was not à full to ſhew how ſhort. you are of proving your 


Equivalent in ftriet Juſtices nay, 

CEC pet if Wat Equivalent did not a- 
mount to Infinite, then not being Infinite Sa- 
tisfaftion, it needed no Infinite Perſon to 


* 


if twas an Point a 


make it; and ſo your Argument for Chrift's 


Deity will fail here. n | 

The Unitarians' Senſe I take to be this, That 
the Lord Jefus, not ſo much by any phyſical 
Virtue of his Blood, or by the natural Pain 


and Torments of his Sufferings, but by his 0 


bedience to the Death of the Croſs, by his great Pa- 
tience, Humility, Submiſſion towards God, and 
tranſcendent Charity to Men, expreſs'd chiefly 
in his Sufferings (which were the great Trial 
of thoſe VertuesY did make (0 acceptable and 
rewardable an Oblation to God, that in conſidera- 
tion hereof he is exalted to be a Princely Ad- 
vocate with a merciful God for Sinners; and 
in the acceptable Virtue of this Obedience to 
Death, his Interceſhon is prevalent'with the 
Divine Mercy for Pardm, which he is autho- 
ris'd,to' grant, The ground of Pardon being granted 
in bis Name, is his Obedience, which is better 
than a bare external Sacrifice: *Tis not mere- 
1ya Condition, as Dr. Stillingfleet pretends, p. 
208, Of his Reaſons of Chriſt's Sufferings, / but a 
rewardable Conſideration in the Caſe of Par- 
don; as a perfectly holy Life wou'd be a meet 
Conſideration for God's. gracious Recompence 
of eternal Happineſs. The way of its Applica- 
tion is by his Interceſſion, not challeng'd of ri. 
gorous Jp as a thing ſtrictly merited, and 
Which „ having had the full worth of, is 
bound in Juſtice to grant as a Debt he owes 
to the Purchaſer; but ſought of the Divine 
Favor and Mercy, with which Chriſt's Obe- 
—.dience has given him ſo great a Prevalency, 
And herein they ſee the Wiſdom of God highly 
manifeſted, in putting this Honor on J. C. for 
his conſummate Vertue, that Pardon and Sal- 
vation ſhall, thro his Mediation, be given to 
'them, who by him (by his Law and Example) 
are brought to turn from their Sins unto God; 
and alſo in making it ſerve as an humblin 

Memorial of our own Unworthineſs and Dil- 


tance, in being admitted to Favor by the in- 
- terpoſal of one of the higheſt Vertne and 


Worth, and this try'd to the utmoſt by the moſt 
difficult Exerciſes. And in order to ſuch Atone- 
ment and Pardon by J. C. they ſee no need of 
his being Supreme Gd. ep 


/ 
Sp 


[ 


this 


. 


int the Unitarians, viz. of an equi- 
valent Ani Satiefattion to God's vindithive Fol: 
tice, in order to Pardon. The Method of your 
(and others) Argument takes in theſe four 
things: (1.) That Divine Juſtice neceflarily 
requires ſuch Satisfa#ion in order to par don * 
Nw That Chriſt has made it, by ſafteririg ſuch 
equivalent Punihment (3.) That this Equi- 
valent can be no leſs than infinite Puniſhment 
and Satisfaction. (.) That hence it follows he 
muſt be an infinite God, Let's examine them 


ſin v. , We, 14%. 201 IA 91 . 
405 You aſſert that the j uſtice of God ob. 
liges him to exact the utmeſt Hurthing ; i. e. to pu- 
niſh to the utmoſt What Evçντ Sin ſtrictiy de- 
ſerves, and that God cannot pardon Sin till he 
has executed his Vengeance ſomewhere or o- 
ther to the full. And on this 'tis that your 
Party build the. neceſſity of infinite Sat isfattion 
in order to Pardon. Mou ask, pag. 3. Does" Juſ- 
tice require full Sat u falt ion ꝙ and are ſo diſinge- 
nuous as to make your. Secinian anſwer, Ter; 
when no Socinian will ever ſay it in the ſenſe 
your Queſtion intends, but on the contra 
they wou'd always ſay, No. You ſay, +Fuftice can 
no more remit "the leaft-Fartbing,-than- it can” ceaſe 
to be, p. 47. That: Fuſtice nar" being ſatisfy d, 
1 * is not done, and that i Injuſtice, pag. 31. 
his Jo aſſert, but don't prove, But ſo far is 
om belonging to the nature of Divine 
Juſtice, that I dare ſay no juſt and good Man 
ever acts thus, always to deniand-1nexorably 
the utmoſt of his ſtrict Right. This Summum 


Jus is ever blam'd, as is he who ls righteous: o- 


vermuch. n 5 

Iijs granted by the Unitarians, that puniſh- 
ing Juſtice belongs to the great Governor of 
the World, and that tis requiſite it ſhou'd be 
exerted, tho not al anſwerably to the ſtrict 
Demerit of Sin, yet anſwerably.to:the:Endsof 
Government; and ſo tis in all regular human 
Governments. Accordingly God does exert 
this puniſhing Fuſtice in many temporal Puniſh- 
ments, and more fully in the final Condem- 


nation of the Incorrigible, in the day of the 
if 


Revelation of the righteous Judgment of God. 

But Juſtice does not demand the ſame Pu- 
niſhment of the Penitent, ho do honor to it 
by their Repentance, and their humble earneft 
Deprecation of deſery'd: Wrath: Büt, by 


your Principle, God is bound to-puniſh-the Sins 


_— 
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but is. not, bound. a Wa: 


11 1 ries 


Right over zum 


the moſt Penitent, as much 38 


t 
1 
£1 3. 


ed Fartbng 
192785 no os wan Ser. arth 1 in ppl 
Heber, In ſhort, 1 ſay, Ways. N din, 
to pun 
when 1 in bis Wiſdom he es it L. And 
iz his Dr. 11 1 5 ae Preface to jhe 
erings Naben er pune uy argues 2- 
ga { your. Notion of uftzce. as, very - 


ae} N Arzume it, vi 15 uſrice. not 
King | ſatisfy a, 5 hes? to 6 e 
that not to flo * 


vice 1150 Injuſt 82 e from 


your, confou; fferent Notions of Juſ- 
tice. For at 18 0 de. 15 5 two gr 
ſes: either tis d feri poteſt, what lawfully 


may be done ; or.quod fi 15 8 Fo * ought to 
be done. Now. n the laſt, . that is, 
what, ought to be dune, is ſtice z but to omit 
he former, Viz, 75 1 e do, 
ng wrong. And 4.9 
Ce: ant fo 
liter B . 1e des not 
ri debet. But you ſuppoſe that whatever 
22 85 done juſtly, ot in Juſtice to be done, 
which 1 7K monſtrous. For 1 ray what 18 
uftice ? Is Fi l Eibe every one his Due? Lis 
giving, n ine, what, is ftrialy, due, giv- 
ing others echte he, not exacting from em 


mp own; of my own I am Mafter, but not of 


another 4 And tho we ay Puniſhment is due 
an Offender, the meaning is not that he 
e Ri Sat to it, which in Juſtice, we. muſt not 
1. but that the injur'd Perſon has a 
to take it if he pleaſes; the in- 
pd Perſon does not come under thefe Bonds, 
the Offender only ; ſo that the Injur'd is 
free in point of Juſtice, if ſomething elle don't 
ire him to uſe his Power over the Inju- 
 rious.” fa Man a, part with his 755 Right 
in any iſe, en Wes, . ſhort 0 f Fultice ; : 
then he is unjuſt in not proſecuting eve Tre: 
fer to the utmoſt lawful Rigor: 
uftice 'is not exerted. Whereas even Princes, 
who are truſted by the Community, and ſhou'd 
not give up their Rights, are yet endow'd with 
a to remit Puniſhment, where it 
may ſafely be; and this without any Injuſtice, 
tis. Fuſtice be "of done. And dares an Man 
that the abſolute Sovereign Lord of all 
All not ſometimes forbear to uſe his Right to 
uniſh his Creatures ? May he not < wih by 
n 4s be lifts 2 Mat. 20. 1%. 


165 


it; only tie 
nity Gud's pardoning Mercy, 


Se 7 and. 


r here 


- 
= « he - 
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Zuat if God muſt do all that with Juſtice, he 


. e o, then I doubt he muſt needs. refuſe 
1 


's Subſtitution ; becauſe in Juſtice he 
might either not have contriv'd, or; not ac. 
= Ig it: and not to do Fuſtice is, fay you, Injuſ- 

And it ſeems ſtrange, that in order to 
you ſhoud 
ay your Foundation in ſuch 91 Novonef bim. 

s repreſents him uncapable of. ſhewing any 
ercy, and under a ne ceſfity to do the 
burt he can within the Limits of rigorous, Jul- 
tice. Nay, if God cannot part with the exer- 


and ciſe f bu aft Right in any Point (for with his 


; Right. it ſelf in erer L grant it) then it will 
follow that he muſt pardon penitenc Sinners 4b. 
ſolutely becauſe it is his jaſt Right to bend 
and remit Puniſhment when he. pleaſes, 

much as tis his Right to, inflict it when he ſhes 
that to be beſt. And if he muſt do Juſtice o 
the ut maſt . Ec whatever 75 juſt; then, maſt he 
do this Juftice, of exerciſing his. Prerogatiye 
juſt Right i in abſolute nber 12 here is 


ſome Jullice not done: So that Wass, ei- 


ther in puniſhing, or not 8 3 E 


ciſes his juſt Right, and acts as juſtiy in the 
one as in the other, if we only reſpett the 5 - 
.ture of cre Juſtice. — 1 bes 
Tou ask, pag. 4. If Forgiveneſs: without Sa * © 
tisfattion, þe calf 12085 2 and you make your 
Soc inian anſwer, when be vou d ſays, T, 
if he might for himſelf: But he is in 
your. hands, ” and you make him ſpeak, what 
you wou'd have him, to make you Sport.; 45 
is the 57 5 Privilege of them who write. 
troverſy by way of Dialogue. I fay. then, . 
free Pardon is 7uſlice, as our Alms is gala 
Righteouſneſs in . Scriptuge ; for this reaſon 
mong.others, ſay ſome, becauſe they m F he - 
iven of ſuch things as we have a Right to: 
God's pardoning Mercy is Righteouſneſs, as 
much as his Bounty is ſp, as being the exerciſe 
of his juſt Right. Puniſhing is one Act of Juſ- 
te, and Pardoning another; either way God 
es his own Right with equal Juſtice. - 80 that 
you give no manner of Proof of its being 7 
fential to Juſtice, that it muſt always puni 
the utmoit Deſert. And indeed ſince 4 
rance is 2 real Remiſſion of all that Puniſhment 
which the Sinner might have ſuffer'd in that 
time, you may as well ſay, that Zuſtice -is o 
done in God's long Forbearance of the Wicked, 


as in his abſolute Pardon of the Penitent; : 4 
nay, in his Forbearance of Devils te, on whom 


uſtice - 


N y : | 
tion, Unlels you ſppoſe Chreft ſatis 
bor bern too! 

And as your Gro for the” 8 of- Fall 
St faction fails; w from the Nature of God, 
„And nis fuſtice; fo 1 fi ill heir, who 


fou t Netelfty f fall penal Sat ifa 14 | 
on the 8 of They Law, as „eme ; or 


upon a regard to tie ends of Goverument, an 
- the common Good, as orhers- 5 
find even ſome rigid Celviniſts win not 15 
% für ag you; to lay rhis-Neeſſity ſo holdty 
the Nature 'of God, but only on 18. Bye eng 
Determination. The e ee any 
Sin (ſays DriOwen) Miſes mp al 515 
Ent ion, 5 UR go FE WII 2 84 
e This politive Will bein 


ard in ue Thregtnipgs 
is Law dete Mit 


whit mu 88K full Pena Satisfaction: is 7 
mniſeſt fromthe capt 6 che Law Tho, 
thin this founds the Satis ction originally. on 
mere Mit and Dominion, which made a Nec 
that did not ariſe from any natural Obli ation; 
and therefore twill be a x great Preſs ian 1. 
| Hee On non; chat 74 woe BB moſt 
| "God ſhop'd exert" ſuch 
mere Wilt; yet T Fd no ſuch ü ug An bes 
Ee ir ſelf:+ T 
I 2. 17. 7 nope 3 7 5 
t 8 t was 
res rhe ft, Cha And this is fu 


1 "tf; exccttred/bn Men 8 Hi 68 yp Kc that: 1 | 


13 n need" for a Fabien or Sati Faction, to 


5 Arden and twall he very hard for Men to 


ſe a fecret Meanjng of that Theeaen 
I 8 it. ineludes Seren, Torments, bak. p4- 
cher! upon ehatSuppofition ro fp apa. a 150 
Anrede of that 
: Theta gan cre Sinner. 
ut as Fwill not dem) Arete Ho 
unter Death was imp Ny 1 in that Sentence; 
; That gots 2a future 3 might be 
10 If in that tring ( ant they are 
in 205 vet char, Phi weatgin <4 'contider'd 
Barely in thamſe Wes, dd nor Buck he Tawgiver, 
in tri? ſuſtice, roinfi& Em vrevery Dus 
who repens,” For even- the Sentence o 
returning t Daſt was not executed” on, Enoch 
nor- Eliarz nor will it be on thoſe mh fall not 
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4 — 2 - |; ; 4 „„ 
admit of rent Latitude, I think th AN WR 
volre the nnacter upon the Dominion aud WII. 
dom of God at laſt, who may choſe whatway- 7 
„ he ſhall takein this Affair; and if he can bn 2 
ruin, or has provided for the Honor of 
his Law, without an event penal Sarifack hn, 9 
then chere is nN F. | 
- Nbw'vhe Unitarizns” judg, that the Honor of 
God, and a regard to” Ke are abundant- 
ty provided for without it, viz. by bis limiting 
the in of free Pardon and Salvation; 
as chat none can partake hereof but thoſe-who 
repent, and forſake their Wickedneſs, and ſin- 
cerely ſubmit co his Laus, white the reſt are 
«ns dootn'd'to periſh. In this are contain'd all rea- 
it ſuffer d, K was neither the ſame Perſon, lonable Motives to Obedience, as abſolutely 
nor the ſame kind of Puniſment that the neceſſary, and all poffible Arguments to deter us 
2 ſpake of. And if it be a ri ht fromwicked Acts. Hxre is no more Encourage- 
bn of De: Own, Chat Perfohdt:Gaile differs ment given Men to go on in Sin, than if Chfiſt 
from Debts in this, that the Perſon himſelf m had ut isfyd for em); which wou'd certain 
RP intended; and ined: t, amd net the give as much Hope to the moft daring and di- 
Debt: Them it will follow, that the T hreat- latory Sinner: and I am confident Sinners 
niag was not accom pliſ d in its principal In- Nou d pteſume as much on the Satisfaction of 
tention,/when Chrift ſuffer'd ; and then where Chrift, as my do, or wou'd do, on the free 
is che nb of the Threathing aceompliſh'd? Mercy of God, even while they go on in Sin. 
Juſtice-may admit an Exchange, but rb lies And hexe is as much to derer Men from Sin, as if 
in a point. Thus if I tell my Creditor Tani worth Ohritt had been puniſh'd for em; for I can't 
a-theuſant Pounds in Land, and it be found, think the World will ever be made to think the 
that I am worth K only in Cattel, or Shipping, Sufferings of Chrift, for a few Hours, to be 
T may em rnb, and my Credit is atto- more ter ing, or to give em a more dreadful 
her as goed, but I ſhall be counted a Liar: Senſe of Divine Wrath, than the endleſs Hor- 
go that the Equivalent: does net tfifiver the ros of Hell. Torments in unquenchable Fire, If 
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Truth. Vet I fuppoſe the Dioine Nu is ag ex. this will not deter em from Sin, the other will 
ac Asch Nuftäte. Were ſbre I conglude, that not; and they have already the ſame Grounds 
there is no 1 updn the Jute to believe Hell- Torments, as are pretended 
or Fu uf the möff Holy God, that he muſt for Chriſt's infinite Suffering: nay, if they don't 
always execute the utmoſt of his Threatnings Hrit believe the Wrath to come, on the Credit 
en a Smners, even the meſt penitent. Tis the Text, they ' not believe Chriſt ſuffer'd to 
engugh that he uſes his Right or not, as in his take it off. So that it ſeems neither to add to 
jamie Wiſdom, Goodneſs, and Sovereigrity the Tertot, nor the Aſſurance of it, to ſay Chrift 
hejutges beſt. mmi ſuch Satisfaction for the eternal Tor- 
I iind moſt of our conſidera te late Writers ments due. « 1 Aye 4 | 
n the Necellity of Chriſt's Satisfaction on "To which if we add the ſad Abuſes of the 
theiregard chat is due to the Ends of Government, Doctrine of an equivalent Satisfaction by ſo 
and: the common Good” of Men, dy deterring many, to their hardning and Security in Sin; 
Nen kum Sin, by this Titans bf Priniſhment> and % How, much this Bockrine ſeems to di- 
Thus Dr. Sil. Rennt of Criſs Suffering, p. 47, miniſh of the Glory of God's free Grace, in un- 
9 Preface," p. 39. For tho this Doctor avoids merited Pardon of the Upright; it may per- 
ing *twas neceſſary, yet he Tays, twas agree- haps appear, that the Honor of God's Go- 
alle 1e. Fuſtice to admit of Chriſt's Satisfaction yernment, and the Ends of Piety, are at leaſt 
onbehalf bf the Penitent, on this Account. as Mts her for by free Pardon, as by an 
But ſince the bf Goverment; and the eats equivalent Satisfaction. Certain it is, that Love 
to.ferye.thoſeends,- confift not 8 po » but to God is the nobleſt Root of all pious Endea- 


vors; 


_ 
- mm 


xs; and as certain that the leſs free Grace 
die belicye there is in God's Pardon, the leſs 
=” we ſhall love him: for to whom little 3s forgiven, 
the ſame will love but little, Luke 7. 7. 
Beſides, tis not for us in dubious Matters to 
ſay this or that is the wiſeſt way, therefore God 
muſt take it; there being nothing we are leſs 
Bp proper and certain Judges of than theſe Mat- 
2 ters of Wiſdom, which require a mighty Com- 
5 prehenſion and Capacity. If we muſt judg that 
to be the wiſeſt Method of Divine Govern- 
ment, which is back'd with the higheft Seve- 
ritys,and molt ſenſible Repreſentations of God's 
Anger, we ſhou'd perhaps think, that to ſerve 
the ends of Government it were neceſſary 
God ſhou'd ſmite upon every preſumptuous 
Crime: for if on each wilful Crime he ſhou'd 
take away a Limb, or cauſe a_ Paroxiſm of the 
Cholick or Gout to ſeize the Offender z and 
this became a certain fix'd Method, that a 
Man could not doubt of ſuch a mark of ſpeedy 
Vengeance; probibly this ſevere way might 
deter Men more from Sin than either Chrift's 
- Sufferings or future Torments. Yet we muſt 
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muſt we fancy a neceſſity of a Satisfaction 
without proof. Now fince there is no Neceſ- 
tity of an equiualent SatisfaFion to be made out 
2 priore, either from the Nature of God's Jul- 
tice, from his Law, or Reaſons of Government 
(which laſt I confeſs you deride) I don't ſee but 
Pardon, or not puniſhing, is a matter of God's 
Dominion, but always under the Conduct of 
Wiſdom, Holineſs, and Goodneſs, and there- 


gent, where it may be ſo without any Preju- 
dice to the Intereſt of true Piety, and I think 
© Without any abſurd Conſequen ce. 
I wonder to find Dr. Stillingfleet objett. ſo 
weakly againſt this Dominion in Pardon, which 
the Unitarians aſſert (Chriſt's Sufferings, p.28, 29.) 
If, ſays he, the whole Right of Puniſhment de. 
. | ds on God's Dominion, then all Sins muſt have eq 
E.  Puniſhments. This is a very ſtrange Inference, 
that becauſe God may puniſh as he pleaſes, 
therefore he muff needs puniſh all alike, and ob- 
=. ſerve no proportion of Fault and Puniſhment, 
11 And yet in the ſame Breath he adds, Then 1 
dere dt liberty for God to puniſh a greater Sin with 
_. i Puniſhment, and a leſs with greater. This is till 
89 


* 


ore ſtrange, that two ſuch contradiftory Con- 
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and yet That they: maj be uncyual, He 


_ of Puniſhment to be merely in God's Dominion, 


not ſay, God uſes this Method, or that tis ne- 
ceſſary, when we ſee the contrary; no more 


fore is gratuitouſly exercis'd on an humble Peni- 


in order to Pardon. Nor can you argue 
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ſes, vix; both that M \Puniſhmenits 88 
Puniſhment would then be a mere abi Thing, 
depending mn the mere, WIE of God, No more . 
think than in his Preface he had made it to beg 
nor is it mere Will, but attended with Wiſdom, 
Holineſs, and Equity in all its Determina- 
tions. He adds, that then God m puniſh vhm 
be pleaſes (he means any innocent Man) and 
wonders that the Socinians, who aſſert the Right 
4 
cry out of the Injuftice of puniſhing one Perſon (Chriſt) 
for the Faults f another. And tho he produces 
this as their Reaſon, and I'think a very good 
one too, viz, that Puniſhment fppaſes Guilt,” and 
ſo reſtrains his Dominion in PÞtniſhing to the 
Guilty only: yet the Doctor will have it, that 
they contradict themſelves to ſerve an Hypotheſis, 
in ſaying, that God may by his Dominion for- 
bear to puniſh, a guilty Man, and yet that 
he cannot extend his, Dominion to 'the' puniſh» 
ing an innocent Man; notwithſtanding the S. 
cimans never pretend God's Dominion gives him |\ 
Right to puniſh all that are under it, but only 
the Guilty; and that among them his Dominion 

ves him a Right alſo not to'puniſh Where he 

ces that beſt. ; e 


I think if the Unitarians be rightly under - 
ſtood, the matter is very ct Sr grant 
that Right to puniſh is founded on Dominion, But 
yet upon Juſtice too. I may not be punifh'd by 
one, merely becauſe he is er me, without any 
Deſert of mine; ſu that there muſt be Juſtice at 
the bottom: and yet I may not be puniſh'd for 
my Fault by every one that has no Authority 
over me, ſo that there muſt be Dominion alſo, 
as, the Foundation of a Right to puniſh, But 
then this being only a Right, not an Obligation 
on God, tis no more than a Right to puniſtvif 
he will; and conſequently. the Exereiſe of this 
Right, or not Exerciſe, is a point of mere Bomi - 
niotf. There muſt be inherent'Guilt to found 
a Right topuniſh; but nothing but Choice 
Wiſdom is needful to uſe it, or to ſuſpend'its 
Exerciſe, So that the Sycinians ſpeak very con- 
ſiſtently, when they aſfert God's Dominion in 
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Fee Remiſſion of the gnilty Penitent, but deny 


it td extend to the Puniſhment of the inno- 
cent Jeſus, or any other; i. e. he may part with 
his Right, and yet ma not do wrong. So then- 
if not to puniſh, belong to the Diyine! Dominion, 
there will he no neceſſity of your full Satisfaction 
that 
any 
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latter that the main 


. 
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vine Pleaſure to have it ſo be .produc'd 5 be- 
caufe Pardon may be granted by abſolute un- 
merited Remiſſion, for ought that appears from 
the nature of God's Juſtice. | 
And tis plain, that in human Governments, 
thus to forgive penal Debts, to the humble re- 
lenting Offenders, making a difference between 
modeft and impudent Tranſgreſſor, is fo far 
rom being a Defect in Government, that tis a 


| beantiful Royalty, and one of the greateſt Graces 
of Dominion. Much leſs is it any Defett in 


God's Government, who is abſolute Lord of 
all, and who can't be impos'd on, as Men may, 


with Shbews of Mock - Repentance; eſpecially ſince 


there ſeem more ill Conſequences to follow 
upon his long Forbearance of the obſtinately 

icious, than from his free Pardon of the Pe- 
nitent ; and yet even that is not too deſtructive 

Method to the ends of righteous Govern- 
ment, to be admitted by the viſe and juſt God 
every day. The Papiſts don't prove to me, 
that there is an univerſal viſible Judgę of Contro- 
vers, by their bold ſaying, that elſe God 
would not be wiſe ; no more do you prove there 
is an infinite Satisfaction made in order to 
Pardon, by ſaying, that elſe God would not 
be juſt, It.only ſhews you are very bold with 


God's Attributes, as if you comprehended 


them well-enovgh, tho an. Unitarian muſt not 
pretend to fathom the Divine Unix. 
But becauſe. you AY fay, that God has 
taken this Method of Choice, to forgive upon 
an infinite Satisfaction, and that this is enough 
for us to know ; Whether he was bound to it by 
Janice or not, is no great matter, if he have 
ut determin'd upon this way; I therefore add 
under the | gre 
2. Second General, That the  Unitariang deny 
that the Lord Jeſus. Chrift is ever ſaid, in the 
Goſpel, to have made any ſuch infinite Sakisfac- 
or equivalent Compenſation to vindiftive 


'Taftice, by bearing the full Puniſhment due to 


the Sins of Men ; or that any ſuch thing is 
intended by his being our Ranſom, or being a 
Sacrifice for uu, &c, Here two things come 
under conſideration ; 1. Whether J. C. ſuf- 
fer'd proper Puniſhment e 2. Whether it was a 
full Equivalent to ſtrict Faſtice ? Tis upon the 
eſs of the Cauſe lies: 
for if only ſome ſmaller Puniſhment. was in- 
flicted than what all Sin deſerv'd, it will fol- 


low that compleat Satisfaction to Juſtice is not 


. =. „ 149 _ + 
any ſuch thing is at all defign'd, until the Di- made; and ſo tis only a merriful genre 


: 


made for the Sinners Debts, by an Accepti/at 
of leſs than an Equivalent. e 


1. As to Chriſt's being puniſh'd in a proper 


ſenſe, by divine vindictive Juſtice, the Unite- 
rians are afraid it will imply him to bea Sin- 
ner, according to their Notion of Puniſhment : 
which is this, That tis Miſery inflifted by the Law- 
giver or Ruler on a Malefattor for his Crime, where- 
as the Holy Jeſus was wit haut Sin, And accord- 
ing to this common Notion the Antinomians do 
rightly argue, that if the Lord Jeſus was pu- 
niſh'd, he muſt firſt have all our Wickednelſes 


and our Faults imputed to him, and be as ſinful 


as we, which we ſhould abhor the Thoughts of ; 


which yet their Adverſarys cannot anſwer, but 


by going off from the obvious and moſt proper 
Notionof Puniſhment, when they ſay Chriſt 
was puniſh'd for our Sins, and by giving a 
more lax and mild ſenſe of the Term Puniſh- 
ment; in which the Unitarians and they are at 
no great odds, They both agree in this, that 
vicarious Puniſhments or Sufferings are not ſo 
properly Puniſhments, as where there is perſo- 
nal Guilt. 


Chriſt was not properly puniſb d. Chriſts Righte- 


oujneſs, Part I. p. 77. Mr. Baxter ſays, it was 


but anabogically ſuch, that is, was not truly Pu- 
niſhment, but had a reſemblance of it. See 


Dr. Stilling fleet's ſecond Part of Chriſt's Satisfaction. 


And this Doctor himſelf, after all his vain La- 
bor to make Mr. Baxter differ from the Socinians, 
is forc'd to own, that Chriſt's Sufferings were 


not a Puniſhment in the myſt proper and ric ſenſe, 


p. 177. 


Jo the. very Racovian Catechiſm ſays, That 
Chriſt ſuffer'd the quaſi penam, that is, che 


analogical Puniſhment of Mr. Baxter, &c. And 
ſince Dr. Stilling fleet himſelf, by Puniſhment” 
means only what was appointed and accepted in 97 
der to Atonement for Sin, p. 151. and by Atone- 
ment, That in conſideration of which, God is willing 
to releaſe the Sinner an the Terms of the Gaſpel. 
Part I. p. 307. I don't ſee any mighty Dif- 
ference, between him and the Racobiai Cates 


chiſm, which ſays, Our Sins were the Cruiſe f = 


Chriſt's Sufferings in order to their Pardons Eoru 


The judicious Mr. Hotchkis fays, 


— 


cauſa paſſis eſt & quaſs penam in ſe- recepit, ut t, 


vera eorum pena exſolveret : and that he ſufer'd- 7 
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for Sins in the ſame ſenſe that the Sacrifices u 


der the Law did, chap. 8. Now ſince the 166% - <Y 
tor and the Socinians agreed ſo well in 
meaning, What 3 was there fe gui 

en, 


Pd 
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Appointment in the Caſe (which the Doctor 
ſuppoſes and affirms) which in all ſolemn Pu- 


niſhments is expected. 


'Tis certain God never did appoint and or- 
der the Jews to ſhed Chrift's Blood; but on 
the contrary forbad 'em to kill him: when 
he ſent him among em, tuas to tun em from 
their Sins; and the end he propos'd was this, 
Surely they will reverence my Son, and not kill him, 
as they did his Servants the Prophets, Mat. 22. 
37. And therefore to ſhew how they acted a- 
gainſt his Will, God cenſures thoſe Hands 4 
an, . that kill'd him, and puniſh'd them with 
moſt dreadful but illuftrions Vengeance, A#s 
2. 23. Igrant God did foreſee the ems Ma- 
lice, and deliver*'d his Son up, i. e. he left him 
in their Power; and it became his Duty to en- 
dure reſolutely whatever befel him in doin 
his Father's Work: but ſtill God did all, that 
by his Authority and Command he cou'd, to 
ſave him from harm. And was this exemplar 
Puniſhment, which the Lawgiver, inſtead of 
inflicting on him, did by his Authority ſeek to 
cover him from? Cettainty ſuch a terrible ſo- 
lemn Example of Divine Vengeance, as this 
is pretended to be, for ſtriking Terror into the 
whole World; ſuch a direful Inftance of God's 
angry juſtice flaming againft the Sing of Men, 
toatright them beyond the far leſſer Puniſh- 
ments of att «niverſal Deluge, or a Storm of 
Fire and Brimftone, gr. I ſay, one wou'd 
think ſuch a ſolemn Execution as this, deſign'd 
for publi k warning, ſhou'd have the plaineft 

arks of God's Hand in it. If it wexe juſt to 
inflict this as a Puniſhmenton J. Ch. no doubt 
God might juſtly have commanded the Jews to 
ſy him, and then it had look'd' more like 
Puniſhment z whereas by a bare Permiſſion or 
ſecret Will, it comes to paſs that the moſt ſy- 
lemn Vindication of ſevere Jufrice was made 


to Jook like an accidental thing, and ſcarce to be 


diftinguilh'd from the ordinary Trials of the 
Saints, as to the gromd of his Sufferings, and 
loſes its true uſes What publick Declaration 
is here of Divime Juftice, when tis ſo hard to 
ſhew that it had any hand in it? Was it ever 
heard that a wife Ruler puniſh'd one by a 
Feen Death, for à demonſtration of his 


vere Juſtice, hich Death he forbids all his 7a 
Subjecis to inflitz and inſtead of thut, commands 


Oe, C016) 
Vir them about the Term Pmiſhmens, of which 

he grants the - Scripture ſpeaks not a word? In- 
deed they obſerve nothing in Scripture of God's 
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en to rebereneb An Obly bim in aff things ? 
This would be to obſcure and hide Juſtice, in 

ſtead of declaring it, ay the Socinians, 
Indeed that Text, Aﬀs 4. 27, 28. as trafi- 
ſlated, may miſlead ſome to think, God deter- 
mind the Rulers to crucify Ch. but if the No- 
minative Caſe be but plac'd before the Verb, as 
is natural, the true order of the Wotds will be 


thus, B4th Herod and Pontius Pilate were ga- 


ther'd together againſt this holy Child Jeſus, whom 
thou haſt anointed to do what thy Had and Counſel 
determin'd to be done. The laſt Words, 16 d- 
what thy Cotmſel determin'd,- may relate to Chriſt, 
ſee As io. 38. not to the wicked Rulers; for 
God did not determine them to"murder Chtift, 
nor was he ſlain by the Wrath of God, bis Fa- 
ther, but by the unrighteous Wrath of Men. 
'Twould grieve one to hear ſuch good Men as 


Mr. Jeſ. Allen telling us of God's carſing his own 


Son, saying to him, Gv thon Curſed, curſed in Body, 


g curſed in Sml, &c, Remains, p. 193. Methinks 


tho the Jews made him a Curſe, Gal. 3. 13. 
Chriftians ſhou'd not hold him accurs'd of God. 
The hy * coitiplains of the Injury done 
him by the 

God and fl r our 
Tranſgreſſons. . 
To conclude, I find God is often faid to de- 
clare his Love to Sinners, in iving his Son to 
die for them, but never that he did it to ſhew 
his Wrath, He deelar u indeed bie Righteouſneſs, 
(or Clemeticy, as Dr. Hammond on the place) 
but how ? not in punſſbing Sings but in par- 
doning it, Rom. 3. 28. his nee in the 
Remiſſion of Sin, Which: is not an Act of vindic- 
tive ſuſtice, but of rich Favor. Thus Chriſt /hed 
his Blood for the Remiſon (not Puniſhment) of Sir 
Mat. 26. 28. We are not ſo much as once Gm 
to thke notice of God's Severity in this Affair. 


en, even when he was wolthded 


niſhwſent, for our good, or in our ſtead; yet 
if it was not a compleat equivalent Puniſhmſt 
as much as the ſevereſt Juſtice cou'd demand, 
or the World's Sin could deſerve, tis nothing 
to Your purpoſe of an infinite 'Satifagion., 
Whether it was ſuch, or not, is the next thing 


to be conſider d. 5 | 
For 2. The Unitarians do abſolutely deny, tha 
C. ſufferd the Tantundem, or an Equiyalen 
5m vinditive Juftice ; I fay, an Equivalent it 
the ſenſe of ſtrict ſuſtice: for as for a pruden- 
| Equivalent, or rather 'Expedlert, Jun, as 
Mr. Bartef and others art for, U. W 
ny anſwer 


ewe, who efteem'd him ſmitten of 


ur call it what you win, Suffer ing or Pu- 


hich may 


p” D 


anſwer the ends of Geber nt as m 
all Men had periſhid f which may preſerve 
Reverence for the HM Law 3 this you. call 
an Intrigue of Politics, P. 30. and rightly add, 
that this will infer no neceſſity of Satisfaction, i. e. 
adequate infinite Satisfaction: for tis oaly a 
Satisfaction to the Divine Will and Prudence, 
not to ine xorable Juſtice. And the -Unitariatts 
will own, that God's merciful Terms of Par- 
don thro Chriſt's Interceſſion, with the Sinner's 
Repentance, is ſuch an Equivalent, or an Ex- 
— that better anſwers the ends of Go- 
vernment, and affords Arguments and Room 
for Obedience, mort than if Sinners were left 
under Deſpair and Ruin. 
But the Queſtion is about an adequate Com- 
2nſation to Juſtice for Sins paſt,not about a Se- 
curity for the future; or whether. to anſwer the 
Ends of Government, and the Honor of God's 
Law, it was neceſſary that the utmoſt Puniſh- 
ment due thould be ſuffer'd without any A- 
batement ? and whether our Lord Jeſus made 
ſuch a full Compenſation, as was meritorious 
of our Diſcharge from the ſtricteſt Juſtice ? 
for whatever is ſhort of this cannot be infinite 
Satisfi#ion, ſince tis not equal to the Deſerts 
Here then is the ſtreſs and beart of the Con- 
troverſy between the Unitarians and Trinitarians 


about Chriſt's Satisfaction; which the former 


complain is not underſtood, at leaſt is never 
attended to by their Adverſarys. And in this 
critical Point, on which the whole Cauſe ge- 
pends, as Dr. Aulram waves a fo Lthink 
Dr. $tillingfleet, in his Reaſons of Chriſt's Sufferings, 
has moſt egregioully fail'd : for after he had 


own'd that the Wnitarians acknowledg Chriſt to 


have been an expiatory Sacrifice for Sin, and 
that they freely had - told the World what were 
the main Points in Controver , vix. I. Whether 
Feſus Chriſt made an adequate Payment to the Nui 


ticeof Gad, or an Equivalent for what Men ufd 


have ſußer d? 2. Whetber it was a Satisfadlion 
aſſer d to abe Mercy f God, or to his Fuſtice? 1 lay, 
the firſt and principal part of the 

faying, Ibe main Point then between us is, 
Chniſis Death had r eſpelt to the Justice ar Mercy of 
Cad; and ſo runs àway upon a wrong Scent, 
raining Metaphors and Alluſions to the legal 
Sacrificesto little pur poſe, when he knew the 
equivalent Payment. to Fuſtice, and no other, was 
the main Buſineſs: for if another Man, or 


* 


Queſtion, 


„ 
nch 45 if an u wate 


it yet anſwer'd. 


Aſter this, he very ſubtlely and unfairly drops 
whether 


* * > — - 
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inted for” a Vigim, thi 
might he ap Oblation to Juſtice ; but nbt be- 
ing an Equivalent, you deſpiſe ſuch Satistac- 
tion. So chat the Equivalent is all in all, in 
ding probably a little 


Point ; and of 
plains, that he 
em to underftand them by his Anſwer. So 
that whatever Efteem ſome, may have for his 
Book, I can truly ſay tis nothing to the main 
Point which he had once before him, in his 
Pref. p. 9, 10. but left it out of his Book, whe- 
ther to ſpare his Adverſarys or himſelf, you 
may judg. In ſhort, if leſs than an infinite and 
equivalent Satisfattion might do, then one leſs 
than God might give it. I ſpeak this over a- 
gain, becauſe Men are not very willing to at- 
* to * main Point. 4 $8 
ow that our Lord ſeſus has not made {405 
full Satisfaction as thas, . VUnitarians et 15 
prov'd from this, that it would exclude all 
£ratutoys free Pardon from God; which beyond 
all denial is ſo gloriouſly and expreſly declar'd 
in the New Teſtament, fargiving one anather, as 
God for Chrift's ſake has fargiven you, 1E.phi. 4. 32. 
£2#21747% We are juſtify'd freely by bis Grace, 
thro tbe Redemption, &c. Rom. 2. 24. not only 
by Grace,. but qed, without any meritorious 
Cauſe, as tis Jobn 15. 25. Now how can God 
be aid to pardon Men grate, if it be purchas'd 
at full Price? What is left to be remitted, if 
what was worth ten thouſand times as much 
more Pardon (even for a thouſand Worlds) be 
paid for it? He forgives all, but abates not a 
Farthing, ſay you. Strange, that this ſhould be 
call'd gratuitous Pardon ! I know this Argu- 
ment is old and common, but I never aw 
Tis oft ſaid for anſwer, that tho Chriſt paid 
all, yet it coſt the Sinner nothing. But to whom 
owes he Thanks for this? Is it to God as freely 
forgiving him, or to Chriſt ho paid the whole 
due, which otherwiſe had never been remitte1 
by God? But it comes freely to the Sinner; but, I 
ſay, not freely from God, if be ſold it at full 
Worth; only from Chriſt. But the Text ſays, 
Ged freely forgives in chriſt. Well, but you'l 
lay, it was God the Father's Mercy that he 
found out this way of Satisfaction, pag. 5. This 
4s generally id, n in complement. to 
| 2 the 
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Goodneſs: For ind It is as much the 
Son's Contrivance as the Father g, according to 
your Scheme, nay more the Son's than the Fa- 
ther; for we are told the Son is the Wiſdom 
God, and you expreſly ſay, Wiſdom is the ſecond. 
Perſon of the Bleſſed Trinity, p. 3. Now we know 
tis the. part of - Wiſdom to find out deep Con- 
trivances ; ſo that the Son muſt be the imme- 
diate Contriver as well as Executor, and no- 
thing is left for the Father but tremendons in- 
ex5rable Fuctice. If you ſay Mercy put the Son 
upon contriving, you tell us that Mercy is the 
third Perſon 3 ſo that all the rich Grace that is 
left for the Father to ſhew, is only to accept a 
ſufficient able Surety in room of a non, ſolvent 
Debtor, and to accept a full Payment at once 
of what elſe he muſt ever he receiving in Parts. 
Do you think ſuch a thing would ſpeak any 
great Goodneſs even in a Man? 
2. But ſuppoſing God the Father finds out 
this Expedient, tis not an Expedient how he 
may freely forgive, but how he may be ſatiſ- 
fy'd to a Farthing. If my Judg or Ruler finds 
and perſuades another to pay him my penal 
Debt or Fine, I may be beholden to him for 
his Wiſdom, and perhaps ſome Kindneſs, but 
11 never ſay he freely forgave my Debt, which 
I faw paid him to the fall: eſpecially when I 
faw the poor Man, my Friend, toil and pinch, 
and grievouſly put toit to make up the Sum, 
with Tears, and Sighs, and Prayers that he 
might be ſpar'd. The ſame I would ſay in a- 
ny other criminal Caſe, or wherever a Subſti- 
- tution can be admitted to give full Satisfaction: 
whatever Favor there may be, there is no gra- 
tuitous Forgiveneſs of all the Debt. 
Dr. Stillingfleet, who kept as much out of the 
way of this Argument as he could { unable, I 
judg, to look this Objection in the face in its 
full Strength] at laſt mentions it ſlightly and 
by halves, in the laſt Leaf of the Reaſons of 
 Chrift's Sufferings;* But tho he did by halves 
ſtart it; I think he did not ſo much as half an- 
ſwer it. To the Objection of the Inconſiſtenq of 


the Freeneſs.of God's Grace with Satisfaction, he an - 


ſwers, that Freene/s of Grace is conſiſtent with Con- 

ditions; he means our Repentance and Prayers, 

. and inſtances in Abraham's Prayer for Abime- 
tech's Pardon, &c. I reply Tho all Conditions 

de not inconſiſtent with Fr 

ſtrictly meritorious Conditions are ſo; and there- 


7 . fore tis that in anſwer: to the Antinomians Ob- 


Fas g 


= the Fathef} afrer len have diſhonor d his 
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ee Grace, yet all 


— 


jections, they gert Conditions of Par- 
don, W deny em to be meritorions, 
ſuch-as Chrift's Sack ion 15 ſaid to be. 4. 
gain, ſays he, Remiſſion"ts free when the Penalty 


of is forgiven wholly, as we aſſert : but others ſay, 
True, tis free when tis forgiven freely, but 


that there is no Remiſhon, whatever you aſ- 
ſert, from him, by whom nothing is remitted, 
no free Forgiveneſs at all, where all that was due 
was paid. If among Enemys Priſoners are on 
equal Terms exchang'd, none will ſay they 
were freely relear'd, or magnify the Generofity 
and Free Grace of the Enemy that let them 
go on ſuch Terms, eſpecially it Ten of the o- 
ther fide were given in exchange for One not 
ſo conſiderable. AED 

He adds, that Men under Defamation muſt vin- 
dicate themſelves, tho = freely forgive the Au- 
thors of the Slander : ſhall not God ? &c. I 
anſwer : That Men may forgive, and yet ſeek 
to bring their offending Brother to an Acknow- 
ledgment and Repentance of their Faule, and 
to ask Pardon, becauſe tis not ftri& Satisfac- 
tion ; and this way God takes ftill to vindicate 
his Honor, and forgives none that don't hum- 
ble themſelves and repent. But that Men are 
bound to take the Rigor of the Law againft 
their Brother, or that ever they can be truly 
ſaid of Free Grace to forgive their Brother, when 
no Submiſſion will be accepted without the ſe- 
vereft Satisfaction to a Farthing, is utterly de- 
ny'd. Twas time for the Doctor to end his 


Book here, when he cou'd not tell better what 


to ſay to this Objection, which if mention'd 
duly before as it ought, he might have given 
over ſooner. 5 . 

Only one thing more I find him pleading, 


viz. That Pardon was not inconſiſtent with Sacvifices 


of Atonement, and why | ſhould it be more mconfiftent 


with the Sacrifice. of Chriſt ? I anſwer, Tis not ſaid 


to be inconſiſtent with Chrift's Sacrifice, but 
with his equivalent meritorious Satisfa&ion ;, and 
therefore Pardon agreed with the legal Atone- 
ments, becauſe they were not a meritorious in- 


finite Satisfaction. And if Jews or Gentiles bad 


thought ſo, and yet own'd a gratuitous Remi ſſion 


they were as inconſiſtent as-others now are.. * 


Nor does your Notion of Satisfaction ſeem 


abſurd in Speculation only, but alſo to have 
a very pernicious Aſpect upon Practice: For 


ſince God's Forgiveneſs of us is propounded 


as a Pattern for our forgiving our offending 


Brethren, Eph. 5. 32. Mat. 6. 11. what will the 
ke a Song meaning 
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Cod hath forgiven yon, amount to by your In- 
ter pretation, but this, 4 When you thee had 
full ceparation, not abating one Tittle of due 
ri orous Puniſhment, then forgive all the reſt, 
wa you can demand no more; only if you 
can procure another to ſatisfy you better for 
them, don't refuſe to accept it, but elſe pur- 
ſue em into Miſery, Priſons, and Death, as 
God would deal by you, unleſs there had-bzen 
an equivalent ſtrict Satisfaction, without which, 
ſay you, he forgives none? It avails nothing to 
ſay. that we are in @ private Capacity, but 
God is a Governor, who muſt obſerve different 
Methods ; for fince God, who is our Proprietor 
as well as Rector, forgives no other way but 
one, he can be a Pattern to us of Forgiveneſs 
in no other way but this. And thus you'l give 
a fine Account of that great Chriſtian Pre- 
cept of forgiving our Brother + And inftead of 
being merciful as our Father in Heaven is merciful, 
teach us to be rigorous and ſevere as he, who, 
beſides Repentance, requires the utmoſt Pu- 
niſhment due before he forgives. Whatever 
becomes of your Creed in that Article, the Re- 
miſſion of Sins, you'l' give a ſad Expoſition of 
the Lord's Prayer, and of thoſe two Precepts 
that are the Sum of the Ten Commandments, 
weakning the Motives of our Love to God, by 
an horrid Miſrepreſentation of his Mercy; 
and of our Love to our Neighbor, hy teaching us 
not to forgive, tho he turn, and ſay, I repent, 
unleſs he make full Satisfaction, Eye for Eye, 
or Life for Life, Whatever difference of Cir- 
cumſtances there may be in the method of God's 
- Forgiveneſs and ours, it muſt not be in any 
thing that ſubyerts the Nature of free gratui- 
tous Pardon. 1 
The Text ſays, Indeed ye are bongbt with 4 
Price, 1 Cor. 6. 20. hut it means not any Price 
of their Pardon paid to God, but that he had 
bought them by his Mercys; or that the Fa 
vors God had expended upon them did merit 
and purchaſe their Service. So Deut. 32. 6. Do 
pe thus requite the Lord, is be not thy Father that 
' bath bought thee, hath he not made thee ? And thus 
Dr. Whitby rightly expounds 2 Pet. 2. 1. Denying 
the Lord that bought them of God the Father, 
not of J. Ch: (which ſome ignorantly apply to 
the Unitarians, as if they deny'd. Chrift to be 
Lord) and ſo God hath purchas'd bis Church with 
"the Blood of his own Son + 'tis Aﬀs 20. 28. af- 


ter ſome. Copys) or the Lord, i. e. Chriſt, bas 


— 
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meaning of thofe Words, Firgiuing one another as - purchas'd it with his own Bload (aftet others) i. 


2 
he has obtain'd a Church, reſcu'd them from 
Darkneſs and Sin, and merited that they ſhould 
live to him who has died for them. I read of his 
er to God, but not of redeeming any 
from Cod, by giving to him a full Price. In- 
deed the Terms Redeeming and Ranſom ate ſel- 
dom-us'd in Scripture, but in the metaphorical 
ſenſe, for Deliverance out of Trouble, with- 
out regard to the paying a Price for it. Hence 
Iſrael was redeem'd out of Egypt, Deut. 7. 8. 
and Moſes was their Redeemer, Acts 7.35. Au- 
TewThs, their Ranſomer, tho he paid no Price. 
And even where a Ranſom in the. moſt proper 
ſenſe 1s given, it does not ſuppoſe an Equiva- 
lent, but whatever ſhall be agreed on. Exod. 
21. 30, 32. Thirty Shekels of Silver was the Ran- 
ſom of the moſt precious valuable Life, if it 
happen'd to be forfeited by the Law there men- 
tion'd ; which was next to no conſideration, if 
Lives were as precious then as now. 12 
Nor can any ſuch Satisfaction be infer'd from 
Chriſt's being a Sacrifice, a Propitiation, or A- 
tonement, tho taken in the moſt proper ſenſe 
(tho indeed he was a Prieſt only of the Order of 


Nelchiſedec, who did not ſacrifice, that we find, 


only officiated by Benedittion and Interceſſion, 
and not of Aaron for I am fatisfy'd the Jewiſh 
Victims the mſelves, that are alluded to in this 

latter, were not deſign'd for a full Compen - 
ſation to Divine juſtice. Tis evident they 
were Rites of humble Deprecation, and a ſort 


of ſymbolical Signs of Confeſſion, that they de- 


ſerv'd to be ſerv'd as the Beaſts were, while 
they implor'd Mercy to ſpare them. Nor does 
it appear, that their Sacrifices ſo much as re- 
ſpected any Satisfaction to Juſtice. What tho 
they were to avert. God's Wrath, which Dr. 
Stilling fleet inſiſts on? I think Divine Wrath 
may be averted by an Addreſs to Mercy, and 


Forgiveneſs will prevent it as certainly as Sa- 


tisfaction: however, *tis certain there was in 
them an Addreſs to Mercy, by which. the A- 
tonement was made ; for if we look to. that 
which was the moſt ſolemn Atonement, which 
gave that name to the Day on which it was 
made (at which time only the High Prieſt was 


_ to. officiate, or could be a Type herein of 


Chrift) we find, Lev. 16. that the Atonement 


was made with ſprinkling the Blood ſeven times 


on the 3:ercy-Sear, within the Holy of Holys. 


This plainly taught, that *twas by an Applica- 
tion to Mercy from. Juſtice ; 'twas Mercy .the- 
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High Prieſt fled to; and this was not only co I know Jou ſpeak contemptibly of a Sacrifice 
— 2 Atonement made, but to make it, that had all its Virtus from God's Appel 
v. 17. This plainly figures out to us, that Je- ment; That God might as well have covenaiited 
ſus- Chriſt obtains out Pardon within the hea- fo pardon Man upon the Turning of a Straw, p. 12. 
venly Veil, by —_— it at the Throne of Grace, or upon the paring a Man's Nails, as Dr. Stifing- 
or Sent of Mercy. ides this the High Prieſt feet ſpeaks, p. 272. Now I pray conſider what 
took Incenſe with him, which is a Symbol of more worth there was in an handful of Meal: 


Prayer; and thus Jeſus Chriſt ſtill intercedes - therefore what the Text ſays, Heb. 9, 22. that 


for Pardon as a grant of Favor, and in Hea- under the Law, without ſhedding of Blood, is noRemifſ- 
ven offer'd himſelf, Heb. 9. 24, 25- as Dr.Whitby ſim, muſt be taken, I conceive, with the Limi- 
ſhews clearly. dation that begins that Verſe, Almoſt al things, 

Thus the Scripture is ſo far from appropria- &c. for here is a manifeſt Exception from that 


ting Chrift's Atonement to his Death, that it Rule, Nay, Atonement was made ſometimes - 


gives moreVirtue to his Interoeſſion, Rom. &. 34. by burning a little Hcenſe, Num, 16. 47. A Fi- 
Who is be that condemneth ? it is Chriſt that died, yea gure bf Prayer, Pſa!. 141. 2. And ſometimes 
rather that is riſen again; who maketh Interceſim Prayer it ſelf was uſed for making Atonement, 
for ws. His Reſurrection being ſo requiſite to Exod. 32. 30. which ſhews us what tis to atone 
his Interoeſſion for Pardon, that the ſame A- for Sin, tis not to ſatisfy for it, but with humble 
poſtle ſays, If Chriſt be not ras d we are yet in aur penitent Expreſſions to acknowledg Guilt, and 
Sins, 1 Cor. 15. 17. notwithſtan ling his Death: to implore mere Mercy for averting defery'd 
and the Reaſon of it is, becauſe be roſe again for Punifhment ; And this anſwers to Chrift's In- 


our Puftification, Rom. 4. 25. not only for a tercelſion with God's Mercy, rather than to any 


Proof of his Acceptance with God, whichwas treating with vindichive Fuftice. 

for his own Juſtification, but that he might 3. Thoſe Jegal bloody Sacrifices themſelves 
juſtify . And on this *tis, that the Apoſtle appear to be rather penitential than ſafisfattory, 
fon the ſtreſs of a Chriſtian's Hope of Salva- and to have fuch ſort of Influence upon Pardon 
tion by 'Chrift, Hieb. 7. 23. How' often do we as Repentanee had, which is no Equivalent to 
hear poor honeſt meaning Perſons objett tothe Juſtice, but an Addreſs to Mercy. 'This 1 
Unitarians, Flow can Chriſt be a Saviour if | gather from P/al.51. 16, 17. David had com- 
be not Supreme God? Now the Apoſtle, w mitted diurder and Aduttery, he is anxiouſly dif- 
out mentioning his being God, gives a full treſs'd for Pardon; he inquires after a Sacrifice 
Anſwer to ſuch, He is able to ſave to the utmoſt, for Atonement, but finds-none ee in that 
ſays he; But how ſo? Wherein does his Ability, caſe by Moſes Law : What mult he do? Shall 
for being ſo compleat a Saviour, lie? Becauſe he he deſparr becauſe he had no cory Sacri- 
ever lives to mabe Interce ſſion for em. None will fice? Can nothing ſerve for Expiation but 
ſay, that TInterceffion is an Act that none but Blood ? Ves, ſays he, the Sacrifices of God are a 


God can perform ; ſure *tis the part of an broken Heuer, i. e. they are a Sacrifice of Ex- 


| Inferior rather, Now if his Interceſſion dos wſtify piation, even fuch as the Law appoints for 
as well as his Death, nay rather than it (which atoning ſome Sins, but not ſuchas mine. And 
makes me wonder how Dr. Stillingfleet cou'd thus the Fathers (and Unitarians) allow Sa- 
ask the Queſtion, Wby are not Men faid to be %%. tisfdttion to Cod to be made by Repentance, Deo 
ri much rather by Chriſt's Reſurredlism? p. 299. ſatisfacere liceat fide & penttentia, Lactan. I. f. c. 13. 


when the Apoſtle does ſo expreſly ſay it, rather So 'Tertul. Baſil, ſee Seller's Remarks on S. Cypr. 


he 4s riſen) then it follows, nince Interceſſion is Life, And I think Repentance has all in it that 
not penal Satufuction, that we are juſtify'd upon Dr. Stidling fleet ſays of Atonement, Chr.Suff. p. 39. 
other terms, Fo _ Tis Pain ſuffer'd for Sin, ordain'd of Gad, 
2. Again, Legal Atonements were ſometimes in order to -Forgivenels, ſerves the Ends ap 
made in ſacha manner as had no ſhadow of Honor of Government, and is more ſtrickl 
Puniſhment, much leſs of a full Compenſation, inflicted on us by God's Commant, than Deaf! 
viz. by Iminolation, or burning an handful of Meal, was on jeſus Chriſt; but yet tis no equiva- 
which ſutfer'd no Pain, and yet made as good lent Payment to Juſtice, while *ris an atoning 
an Atonement for the Poor, as ſhedding the Sacrifice. ur mmh 
Blood of a Beaſt did for the Rich, Lev. 3. 125134. | 
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And I'think peu, Sir, make Chrift's Satif: 
faction to lie in Chriſt's Repentance or Sorrow 
for our Sin, viz. in his Senſe of Sin proport ĩonable to 
the Offence, p. 21. which you call the utmoſt that 
wice requir'd; tho 4 bare Senſe of the Fault 
ho meritorious Compenſation to Juſtice for 
an Injury, it only recommends one to Mercy. 
And you ſpeak in this as if Chriſt's Atonement 
was made rather by ſhedding of Tears, than by 
ſhedding of Blood; for the former is the more 
proper Expreſſion of a burden'd Spirit 

But to return to David's Sacrifice of a con- 
trite Heart; I find Dr. Stillingfleet, p. 273. ar- 
guing againſt Crelllus (who aſſerted the Eſftacy 
of the Sacrifice to depend on God's Appoint- 
ment of it as a Condition) asks, Why were not 
inward Sorrow for Sin, and Prayers and Tears rather 


4 


made the only Conditions of Expiation, than ſuch 4 Sacrifice, as typical of Chriſt's Satisfaction. 
But when the Law allow'd Pardon, then Sa- 


chargeable Service? Now in David's Caſe, un- 
der the higheſt Guilt, it was juſt ſo; no Sa- 
crifice of Blood or Life was requit'd, only in- 
ward Sorrow, Tears, and Prayers. 
fore one might have ask'd the Dottor on the 
other hand; If the Deſign of the Legal Sacri- 
fices was to teach the Jews, that no Pardon 
cou'd be bad but upon Chriſt's Satisfaction, as 


he intimates, p. 274. Then, I ptay, how came 


it to paſs, that under the guilt of the deepeſt 
Dye, where Pardon ſeems moſt unlikely to be 
obtain'd, there ſhou'd be no Sacrifice at all ap- 
pointed, but bare Repentance was accepted, with- 
\ out any bloody Offering, or the help of an 
Type to tead the, Thoughts to Chrilt's Satif- 
faction? What, mit one deſpair” of Pardon 
without Chriſt's Sactifice for lighter Faults, 
and yet do well without it, under the damning 
Crimes of Murder and Adultery ? Or wou'd 
God have Satisfattion for, and teach Men to 
Uk, leffer Errors, but not groſs. Wicked- 
PPP 
in vain do ſome pretend to flee to the genera? 
National Atonement, as if theſe Crimes were par- 
don'd by ir, for which no Sacrifices were par- 
ticularly appointed: for as great Crimes re- 
quire a more ſpecial Repentance, ſo likewiſe a 
more particular ſolemn 1 ; and *tis 
ſtrange if they ſhou'd pals off Nightly by a ge- 
'neral Atonement, Moreover, the Sinner 
might die according to the Law before that 
Day came: nor cou'd David ſay, there was no 
Sacrifice . in his Caſe, if it had been 
fd; And St. Paul tells us, there were Sins from 
Which Men cou'd mt be juſtify d any way 'by the 


v. 


And there- 
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Law of Moſes, 48s 13. 39. So that Repen-. 
- tance ſeems to be the only way left em for the 


Expiation of the greateſt Guilt, which was a 
Procedure, not on the Law of Moſes, but on 
oy Principles of natural Religion, common to 
others. of 


I take the matter to be thus, That the Sacri- 


fices alone did not purge the Conſcience, but 


only took away the political Guilt, in relation to 
their Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Penaltys ; and there- 
fore when the Crime was ſuch as muft not be 
pardon'd, but the Sinner muſt be put to death, 


then there was no room for a Sacrifice, becauſe. 


no Pardon cou'd be granted of that nature. 
But yet, with reference to God, and a future 
State, his Pardon was ſtill to be ſought by true. 
Repentance, Ja. 1. 18. but without any bloody 


ctifice was that Rite by which they ſought it 
from God, as their State Ruler : And therefore, 
even in the matter of Adultery, which was by 
the Law made Capital, and therefore admitted 
no Sacrifice, from David; we find, that when 
in one Caſe the ſame Crime, for ſome Reaſons, 
was not by the Law made Catital, then a Sa- 
crifice was appointed, ſee Levit, 19. 21, 22+ 
compar'd with Deu. 22. 24. Which makes it; 
plain, that Sacrifices were us'd or not, accord- 
ing as the Crimes were expiable or not, in re- 
lat ion to temporal and politics! Puniſhments, not 
in relation to future Puniſhments (which is the 
end of Chriſt's Sacrifice) for then they wou'd 
have been moſt uſeful under the moſt heinous 
capital Crimes, where we find *em wholly ex» 


cluded, becauſe they cou'd have no effect upon 


their temporal Puniſhment ; and Repentance 
was the only Refuge from future Puniſhment. 
Whence I infer, That tho this way of poli- 
tical Pardon might be typical of the Goſpel 
way of eternal Pardon, by the Sacrifice of Chrilt's 
Obedience to Death, as their Canaan was of our hea- 
venly Bliſs ; yet | ſee no manner of Pretence for 
u hat you ſuggeſt, p. 4. that the Jewiſh Sacrifi- 
ces of Bœaſts deriv'd their Worth and Efficacy for 
Atonement from the Sacrifice of chi: for 
the great Virtue. of his Death ſeems wholly 
a ppropriated to the future Salvation from 
the Puniſhments of the World to com: It 
purges. the 9 It effects our eternal Re- 
demption, Heb. 9. and faves us from Wrath to 
come; but it does not take off the temporal Pu- 
niſhment of a Criminal, nor reverſe the juſt 


Sen- 


+ 


N 4 a * , 


with State- Zudicatorys, or to _ fave a Murderer 
from Execution : But *tis apparent that this was 
the Delign of the legal Sacrifices 3 and there 
tore how could they derive their Efficacy from 
Chriſt's Death, for thoſe Effects, which the 
Virtue of Chriſt's Death has no Influence up- 
on? What! Did Chrift die to procure State- 


* * * 
; 4 , 
(16) 


Sentence of the civil Law or State. This is not 
the purpoſe of Chriſt's Death, to interfere. 


tice, does not prove he was ſo. by ſuch an e- 
quivalent Satisfaction. 1 

3. Suppoling ſtill that ſuch an 
niſtment had been requir'd and paid by Jeſus 
Chriſt, yet the Unitarians ſay this will not ſup- 
poſe it to be Infinite, or the Perſou that paid it 
to be ſo; 1. Becauſe the Sin to be gxpiated, tho 


exceeding Evil, does not appear to be of infinite 


Pardons for Criminals ? If not, how could thoſe © Demerit, Nothing is pretended for this, but 


Sacrifices, that were us'd for that end, have 
their Virtue from his, that has no ſuch Vir- 
tne aſcrib'd to it ? Chriſt's Virtue was of one 
kind, theirs of another. I wonder to ſee with 


| what Aﬀurance Men tell the World, that all 


the Efficady of the legal Sacrifices was from 


_ Chriſt's Death, when the Scripture ſays not 
Fuch a word. If it had been fo, I think it had 
not fail'd to have been mention'd in the Epiſtle 
to the Hebrews, where is no ſuch thing, but un- 
1y ſome 4lluſions of Chriſt's Oblation to the 


legal Offerings; making the /atter to be Re- 


ſemblances, Types or Figures of the other. 


3ut that might. be, and yet they not ha ve from 
it the leaſt Efficacy for eternal Pardon: only 
Chriſt's Death had the like Efficacy (and grea- 
ter in degree) for eternal Pardon, as the legal 
Offerings had for external and temporal Pardon; 
both of 'em did operate after the nature of Fa- 
ciifices, to the averting Wrath. But that the 
nature of a Sacrifice, 15 not to make an equiva- 
lent Compenſation for Crimes, is ſeen both 
from the ſmall Value of the Jewiſh Sacrifices, 


of Beaſls, Incenſe, Meal, &c. Which were not in 


themſelves of equal Value to the Soul or Life of 
Man, nor did borrow Virtue from Chriſt's 
Death to raiſe them up to ſuch an Equivalent; 
and 4% from the nature of Repentance, which 
is with as expreſs Deſign declar'd by David to 
be an atoning Sacrifice, 2s ever Chriſt's Death 
is declar'd to be ſuch in the New Teſtament ; 
and yet cannot be deem'd to operate, by way 


of full Compenſation to ſtrict vindictive Jul- 


tice, for heinous, Crimes, The Sum of the 
whole is, that if Repentance was as efficacious 
t Sacrifice in the worſt Crimes, as Burnt. Offer- 
ings of Beaſts were under ſmaller ;* and yet 
that Rep-ntance imply'd no equivalent Sat igfac- 
tion to rigorous Juſtice, any more than now it 
Ades; then it follows that the nature of an 
expiatory Sacrifice is not to make a full Satiſ- 


faction to ſtef Faſtice, even tho Mercy accept 
tit for an Atonement, as it did a little Meal; and 


in eine againſt an infinite Object; but if th 
akes it ſo, then all Sin muſt be ſo for th 
ame reaſon, as being againſt the ſame infinite 
God, But if all Sins are of infinite Guilt, then 
all ett be of egzal Guilt z fince no Guilt can 
be aggravated beyond Infinite, which belongs 
to the leaſt Sin; and equal Guilt deſerves e- 
ual Puniſhment ; and ſo there muſt be no Dif- 
erence of Crimes, greater or leſs, one or ma- 
ny, the Guilt will be the ſame z, nor any Dif- 
ference of | Puniſhments, no greater Condemnation ; 
which is certainly falſe, - And therefore if no 
better reaſon- can be given to prove Sin of in- 
finite Demerit than this, there is no reaſon to 


ſay God requires infinite Puniſhment to ex- 


tate it, | 
j 2. They don't ſee it poſſible that there ſhould 
be infinite Satisfa&tion by infinite Puniſhment ; 
becauſe nothing that is infinite can ſuffer. God 
is impaſſible, and cannot deny, or diminiſh him- 
ſelf; and ſuppoſe what Union you pleaſe of 
the Deity to the Humanity of Chriſt, . yet as 
nothing, but the human Nature ſuffer'd, ſo that 
Nature, with all its Acts and Paſſions, remains 
ſtill but finite. He was not an infinite Man, or 
an immenſe Creature, by being united to God: 
And his Suffering can hardly be counted infi- 
nite, any more than his Eating and Drinking ; 
ſince the Deity no more ſuffer d than it eat or 


drank. You may call it what you will, rela- 


tively or figuratively infinite, or by à logical 
Communication of Propertys; but ſevere jealous 
Juſtice is not to be cheated or blinded. with 
Names and Terms of Art, while it ſees nothing 
truly ſuffers but a frail finite Creature. _ 

To talk of God's Suffering, and a God pu- 
niſh'd, or of one Perſon of the Trinity puniſh'd 
and curs'd by one of the other, and the third 
helping the ſecond to bear the Vengeance of 
the firſt, is daring Boldneſs enough, but little 
to the Honor of God or Chriſtianity. And 


at this rate the Unjtarians Account makes his 
Suffer ings as much infinite as yours; for they 


freely 


conſequently Chrift's being an atoning Sacri- 


egu / ualent Pu- 


a. 
* 1 . 


cel 0 N. 4 | a Ty, 

| 5 Aer to A, 
His Works for him. John 
me be doth. the. Works (th | 
- ſuffer WF Pangs) an this ſeems as honorable 
 4ndas near a relation as others pretend 


14. 10. The Father in 


gited to God, 
it be ſuppos d) BE an Equivalent for ſo many 
Myriads of infinite Sins ? as a 


many of the ſame kind, becauſe ifMcan- have 
no addition; then you muſt remember that one 
Infinite Divine Perſon is as much as Three, 


and by this Rule the Unifariang have as com- 
- pleat an Object of their Faith and Worſhip as 
*. you, Jay it follows, if Sin be of infinite 


: Built and one and many are the ſame, that a 


" whote Courſe of Debaucherys ought. to ſit as 
- eaſy on the Conſcience, as one -tingle infinite 


Favit ; and will not this be a fine way to make 
your Doctrine of Satisfattion a comfortable, 


Doctrine! | amet a 
© You ſuppoſe there may be an infinite Suffer- 

ing, in which you place | 

. In in his having an infinite Senſe of the infin 
Demerit of Sin, p. 1 9, 20. becauſe, ſay you, 

had an adequate Notion of God. 


ther falſe, or nothing to the purpoſe: 'Tis 


* falſe, if you mean that he had an infinite Senſe your own account. Chuſe whether of the Two 
of Sin, in his buman Nature, as you ſuppoſe, p. 


21. or ah adequate Notion of God; for that i- 
* Wie Mind was Boe capable of finding out the Al- 
mighty to perfection: nay 'tis falſe, if you 
mean it of a ſorrowful 1 of 755 N 2s 
Vvour Argument implys) tho you ſuppoſe his 
one N Rute; for hae cannot be aff] t 


vou mean | 
: Bemerit of Sin in his Divine Comprehenſion, 

*tis to no purpsſe to call this Satisfaction; 
' had God heh Father as large and deep a ſenſe as 
- Chrift could have s much. 
vi uratively) and ſo had the Spirit alſo, At 
this rate they made . too, So then 
. Man he had no infinite ſenſe of Sin, as God 


the Father had the ſame. | 
\ "The Sum of the Arguments thus far is this: 
, 25 God did not require 
T7 h 


ſtrict Equivalent 3 if 
rift did not pay ſuch , nay, if an. Equite- 


e 
lar Union / of God 


: * : 1 | - | 
lent it ſelf would not amount to uſmite, chen 
braft, who wrought | 


was there no need of an infinite Perſom to 
make a finite Satisfaction, much leſs to be a 
o I. ſuppoſe he did not Mediator and Interceſſor with Divine Mercy: 
; and 


get off ſoz for the VUnitarians turn the Tables 
& they don't think he is made God by being 


upon you, and from your very proof of Chritt's 
Uh tn 24 5. Deity, think they raiſe an —_— 
ſides, how can one infinite Sacrifice (if tion againſt it, which runs thus? If, ay chey, 


| reat Prelate of . 
the Ape has obſety'd in one of his fou Diſcour- 
* es. Kin not each Crime need an infinite Sa- 


p. 31. then if Chri 
©erifice? If yqu ay 277 Infinite is àñ much as 


Well then, ſay they, is he the fame juſt 


and the other not. ? If he be the ſame: Gi him- 


he is not ſatisfy'd, unleſs he ſatisfys himſelf, 


Chrift's Satisfaction, Ju 
ite 
he caught: Either F. C. as God has given infinite 
But this is ei- 


ited ge- 

have any truly ſorrowful ſenſe. But if 
En that he bl à full Eftimate of ne 
then | 
for ſo Then you bring for a Parallel, an Inftance 


and expreft_ as much Grief re 
may be able to make Satisfaction for bis Debt." But 


the Debt out of his own Improvements, not 


-. 


"7 x 
of W 


— 
* 7 
9 wy 
1 
0 
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But perhaps twould be well if you could 


uſtice be, as you ſpeak, of the very" Efſenc&of 
po and *tis of the Nature of Juſtice, 7 conſe- 
quently of God, to + Fs an adequate Satisfadtion, 

have Divine Juſtices: i. e. 

the Divine Nature, and be God bimjelf, he muſt 
alſo require ſuch Satisfaction; but if he do not 
require it, he wants what is eſſential to G No 
doubt you will ſay he is God, whatever follows. 


who was offended by Mens Sins? Or are there 
two Gods, one Who was offended by our Sits, 


ſelf, then being the offended Party e muſt re- 
ceive infinite Satisfaction; that is, muſt be as 
juſt a Perſon as his Father. But yet ſincg tis 
e only makes the Satisfaction, it follous that 


which is no very terrible Inſtance. of uindidiue 


Ice. ! 3 : 94 c 07 =, 


Here then is the Dilemma in which you are 


1 


Satisfaction to himſelf, which ſeems abſurd; or 
he is not ſatisfy'd at all, and ſo is not God by 


1 take. I find you offer at both, becauſe bu 
are not ſtand to eiter. 

1. You would have it no Abſurdity for God 
to ſatisfy himſelf, pag. 2. and alledg vainly the 


Apoſtle's Words, God was in Chriſt, reconciling 4. | | 


the World to himſelf (i. e. by ſending the Apo- 
ſtles to perſuade em to be ſo reconcil'd, 2 Cor. 
5. when you ſhould have prov'd that God was 
reconciling . bimſelf to the World, and this by 
paying himſelf the full Price of their Pardon. 


[ 


of a Creditor who have bimſelf, by helpi 


| his Delor 
to Stock, and Credit, and Preferment, 


c. that. he 
becauſe any one will ſee that the Debtor pays Fl 


out of the Creditor's own Purle, therefore ou 
recant your own words; and having before fug- 
. that the Creditor paid him 7 vou 2 o 
— at becauſe n e Debtor 5 tis uu | [ 7 75 
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« you brifig it 
A ſtra o ” ; 
ing an Inſtance for it, and then giving a good 
' reaſon why it won't anſwer. * 4H 
The like may be ſaid of David's giving to Gad. 
*T was David's Ad, to give what was in his own 
Power, and Choice to have withheld. God did 
not give to himſelf, to make himſelf amends 
for any wrong David did him, which is your 
Caſe in hand, and ſeems very abſurd, Where- 


2. In the next place, you would not have it 
thought that God ſatisfys himſelf; Therefore, 
(t.) You ſay, Man paid bis Debt #0 God, ena- 
bled to it by God, p. 3- What! does God ena- 
ble 
* infinite Satisfaction? It ſeems then that a mor- 
tal Man, with God's Help, can make ſufficient 
Satisfaction for Sin. 1 thought that whatever 
is infinite, is = ne 7 * a” * | 2 
ſequently, that if any infinite Price be paid to 
God, ork paid by himſelf, to himſelf, and not 
by. Men, as you ay. 
tire of Chrift, if that be vor meaning ; for 
mine cannot come from finite, and that Na- 
fre is no more. If you ſay, the infinite Value 
comes from the Divine Nature united tò it; 


* 

* 
A 

4 


- then 1 ſay; his Dieine Nature is ſatisfy d by, 


- watue receiv'd from it ſelf, and ſo we are a; 
where we were at firſt ; and he ftill pays Him- 
felt, which is à fort of Payment we don't oft 
dear of, eſpecially where ſevere- firi# 7uftice 
\kasto do. And yet tis fomewhat: more harſh 
in caſe of Puniſhment, to take ſtrict Satisfac- 
don for one Abuſe, by -fuffering ant her from 
the fame hand. If this be tremendovs full Sa- 
_ - tifation, then I don't fee but our Bleffed 2 
% " vioue, in bidding us, when ſmitten, to turm the 
. 6ther. might infend not fo much to 
each usa Leſſon of Patience, as to put us up- 
en locking # orous Satiskakkion by a fecond 
_ Mow. | Thus 1 fee you alfs can fearn the * 
ry of nor  diſtinganſbing between Debts and 
1 abſurd, you add, 


TR 

1 2. That wa; Gut fhe Son Paid ee. 
n e bi Hat ber, one Perhn fun ber; and b, fay 
u, the one is wholly over. I perceive tis 
eon to you, and therefore you are in 
t. to ae it over. 


x Satisſa&ion' to the ar her, 
0 Satisfaction to God the Son, 


gain 


SS 41...” 46 
himſelf. - But why then did unleſs 

op Ars ior chat hind ? Tis 16, 

way of illuſtrating à Point, by bring. t! 


finite Man to do an infinite thing? To pay 


No not by the human Na- 


But tis not over yet: in 


{4 


ens We 


Ju. - 


his Oivine: Fultice © 


admit Men te Favor without a Satisfaition 

Win it not then follow that vindictive . 
is not neceſſary to God"s Natune, but that he can 
forgive without a Satisfaction, ſince God the 
Son does forgive without any, tho he have that 
ſame Mature? Why then can't God the Father 


forgive the ſame way? But if on the other 
hand, Chriſt be chat yery God, who can 1 mug 
remit i lea Fart 


tte than ceaſe to. be. : 
and withal it be abſurd for a Rn ay 


Satisfaction to himſelf z which makes you ſay, 


* y 
A Trinity is neceſſary to Chrift*s Satifa#ion (for elle 
the Father alone might fatisfy Hmſelh then it 
follows we have God #he Son to ſatisfy ſtill, and 
fo you haye mended the Matter nell. Are not 
we in as bad a Cafe as ever? For the Son. has, 
according t6 you, as ſevere vindictive Juſtice 
as the Father. „ oe Abt tIS. 
And is not that-a defective Expedient for 
our Redemption, thi leaves us without Hope, 
unleſs we find another Infinite Sacrifice for the 
Son? Truly, Sir, 1 had much rather humbly * 
traft in the rich Mercy of a gracious God, thro 
the Mediation and Interceſſion of the Lord Je- 
Jus, with a fincere Repentance and Obedience, 
without SONG to eren equivalent Merit 
And full Worth given him, for all the Favor 
or Good I want from him; than to offer a full 
Satisfaction to but one Divine Perſon, and no- 
thing at all to the other two ; WHO, according 
to you, ate as able to deftroy me as that 
and having the ſame Juſtice muſt needs be as 
erorablens be virhot a Saito, had cr 


- "But to tell you the Truth, I verily 
after all, that you and others of the 
nion do not think J. 8 ſame xindictive 
Juſtice which you attribute to his Father. Lou 
lay he is God equal to the Father, but you 
repreſent him by your Scheme as much mare 

graciqus. And this I fear is the N tenden- 

8 9 of your Notions, to gerogate from the glo- 
00s Love and Free Grace of the Father of 
Mercys, and to exalt Jeſu 


believe, 
ame Opi- 


heiſt above him, 
E yolgar Eſteem at leaſt. The Father 


— 


Farthing z 
but 


ion to 4 
Nh 


| We ry: $ N him inexp- 


j 


* 


©z 


the Expence to Fiel all the Father's, De- 


— 


Who aid, 


- 
— 


ond 
by 


fact ian 3 Jet he 
any Compenſation 1 4 wall b 
m to his Favor, without any Price paic 
hits ; Nay ſo good, that he will himſelf be at 


mandy $00 at full Price. How can poor Feo- 
ple forhear by this Rule, to think and ſpeak 
more kindly of J. C. than of God? 'B this 
one reaſon that makes ſo many bow at the 
name of Jeſus, who yet ſtand ſtiſt at the name 
of his God avg ours? Or that teaches others to 
call, a Sermon of loving Chriſt, &c, ſpiritual 
Preaching, while one of loving and obeying 
Gad, is reliſh'd as % Morality } ? 

I find Men are more willing to truſt Chr iſt 
than the Father ; $9 that it Chrift have not 
made an infinite Satisfaction to the Father, but 
they be diretted to . in Ps Father's free 
Mercy, thro Chriſt's Interceſhqn, they ory 
out they are wndone and loſt, Why ſo? Can't 
we truſt the Father of Mercy? May not we 
as well hope for the 's Favor, without 
an Eguivalent, as for the Son's, without any given 


* 


to him ? We muſt be beholden to ſome one for. 
free wunerited Favor; and why muſt the Father 


he diſhonor'd with our deſpondent Jealouly 
more than another? Canpot he, if he — 
ſes, as well be at ſo much Expence .of Good- 
neſs ta give, as Chriſt be at the Expence to 
purchaſe 'Eayor ? Is not he as rich in Good. 
ſs as the Son, who receives all from him? 
duid Men be more undone, if left to his 
Bity, of whom our Lord faid, there is nene 
Sead but ong, that is God; than when left to bis, 
Wy calleſi thou me good Maat. Sa 

for you muſt he left to the mere Pity of 2 
* 


of ot 
Ga ar Cui, unleſs you can produce a fu 


faction made to both f them, which -your 
Schemes! infinite Sa tisfactien will got allow ot 


I think twere better to deſiſt ffom ſuch Ar- 


E for Chriff's Deity, till you are able to 


them, and till you can ſo manage them, 


z not to have them turn'd, againft your. ſelf 


with ſo much Force. Nut there's no fuling 2 
raſh indifcreet Teal! How many Teachers tell 
their:People, that Chriſt could not be a ſuſh- 
cient Saviour as Mediator, except be were God 
Almighty, who never conſider the -ahoveſaid 


c 19 * 6 


bing, Patching aud 


ſpeaking ſogrnfully of Chrif for a Mediator et 
viour (to whom Chrift crucify'd ſe#ms ta be 


nite Satiaſ ad im by Suffering, who yet eou'd not 
anſwer one of the Arguments againſt fuch Sa-' 
tisfattion ? As if the Office 
Redeemer were contem 


ible, unleſs 


| . 
enabled to claim Pardon and Salvation em 
paid for 3 or s 


God, as things he is ſufficiently 


if *twere nothing worth to them, that the 


bleſſed Jeſus has ſo liv'd and died for them as 


to obtain the higheſt A nee with Ge 
and the higheſt Power at his Right Hand, aud 
then uſes this Intereft for them. I perceive 
they who ſo think, would never believe that 
Feſus Chriſt is able to ſave them to the utmoſt, for 
the Apoſtle's reaſon, viz. 
Interceſſion for them, Heb. 7. 24. | | 
As for your wild Antinomian Suggeſtions ſcat- 

ter d up and down, about Chrift's 'Saretyſhi 
his being the Recanciler of Angels, who nev 
oftended; as well n of Men; your pretty Me- 
taphors about being cloth'd in the Gf 
our elder Brother (a bold word to ufe of Almigh- 
ly God; for as Chrift was uu, you not ſap 
but there are elder Brethren than we your 
and Scrubs 


Talk of Dering ang Calo ES 4 
ng, the filthy Rags ef o 
bejt Rigbteouſneſc, which the AVE 


been jeer'd out of, by them of the Church, as 
nauſeous Cam; your aſſerting all au l 5 
A 


formances to be Prowcations, p. 43. 'Thek 
many more ſuch I can paſs over, and impute 
them to a Weakneſs, which might confift with 
an hogeft Mind: But I cannot be ſa favorable 
to other Inffances, which bear the Marks of 
deſign'd Diſbozefly, when you int that the 
Sacinjans deny Hell-Torments, p. 
ſuch a way te prove it. 
The Racovian Catechiffu and 


e 
expreſſy own aternal Pim 4, 

e eites them, as: erting, 

racity NT 
nings en the Impenivent. Dut you make your So- 
cinian deny this, and charge him with believ- 
3 at 2 and to „ your Re» 
pxoach, you moſt unrighteau e put the 
very Words of one A pa 1 
the Socinian. So that ſhould ſuch Men as' you 


(and Mr. EA. 4) hereafter happen 


be credited, ſuch things will for Socihien 


Conſequences.” of making Gad à Mediator ? Sayings, which either none of them dill fajy 
And bow: many. poor Creatures: hte I beard or at maſt did go mare ſay than the Hrinitarlail 
een | 2 (Xe NNE 
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a Stumbling-Block) if he could not make . 


Love of the 


Becauſe he ever makgs - 


that Gods Ver 


poor Diſſenter have 
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of Dr. Til. 


upon your Sicinian,: as if twas original 


with it. I know not but 


thers, muſt args 
rty and the other, may 


inde 


approve that Sermon (and yet not at all 
yY” Hell- Forments,: which is your Inference 
only) But is the Saginian therefore to- be up- 
braided by a Trinitarian, with what Words 
were originally the Trinitarian's own; and with 
a Dottrine that they have ſo publickly contra- 
dicted, as well as their Adverſarys ? 

Thus again you make your abus'd Socinian to 
ſay; He cant tbinł it Lawful to preach the Goſpel. a- 
92 7 the Command of the Civil Government, with- 

ſuch a, Commiſſion as the Apoſtles. had, pag, 29. 
when they are the words of a Trinitarian, at 
the Head of à Trinitarian Church. And tho 
I will not juſtify their Practice, who after they 
have ſettled their judgments in that Perſua- 
ſion of the Divine Init), and have a fair Oppor- 
tunity given them, do yet want the Zeal and 


Courage of a Chriſtian, to confeſs with their 


Mouth what they believe in their Hearts, nay 
dare prattiſe contrary to their Faith; who, in 
Matters of Moment, and in which the Honor 


of Chriſtianity is ſo highly concern'd, are for 


having their Faith to themſelves; in a ſenſe the 

Apoſtle _ ſpeaking of minute Points only) 
never ſeems to have intended, Rom. 14. which 
only means, we ſhould not uncharitably urge 
our Opinions and little Practices on others, 
not that me ſhould not own, or practiſe, nor 
impart dur Faith to the World: Yet I may 
truly ay this is no Socinian Principle; witnels 
the ſevere Sufferings they have oft endur'd un- 
der Trinitariant, and ſometimes at the Stake, 
which with great Conſtancy they have em- 


|  brat'd, long ince the Reformation.\ But how do 
vou p 


ve this to be a. Secinian Tenet! Is it 
any other way than this, uz. becauſe you 
find a Trinitarian prof ſfing it? And not liking 
it in him, yon unt igkeouſſy father it on the 
Socintan, tho none ſuch appears ever to have 
bern of that Mind 
Theſe ate your pious : Frauds's hecauſe yon 
could mot raife Odium enough from“ their 'pwn 
Wrieings, od pick up any odidus thing even 
ont of the Writings of their-very Oppoſe 


and thenmake your: Socini an to ſpcak it, a 


ming the: Author from whom 


this without na | Or fre 
Paſſage (TiWatjob's: Sers on 
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ps Sermons en Hel-Torments, vou have GE: 
y- 


45. But whatever this 


ther great Poines. 


etend to be 
ame Hd neſty, 


three Perſons in the one God, and the Supreme Dęei- 
ty of a deriv'd Son. This, Sir, may "paſs for! 

A een e 
. to ſlur chat illu ſtrious 
ofe-noble Parts, great Integri - 


ther to load the Foclinians With others Faults, it 
matters not: for either way *tis ſuch an- uns! 
righteous deliberate Slander of your Neighbor, 
ſuch falſe Witneſs born againſt him, that I 
hope tor your own ſake, you will not rely on' 
Chrift's Satisfaction for your Pardon without 
Repentance. I find indeed you profeſs not to- 
flahd or fall & your „ 'at the great Day," p. 
| rror may be in Spe- 
culation, I beſeech you let's have no more 
Practical Inſtances of renouncing Sincerity, be- 
cauſe the World generally has ſume Kindneſs. 
left ftilÞ for that Verte. 
And I think this 9 enough to fink the Cre- 
dit of any reproachful Storys which you don't 
vouch by others. This would lead me to re- 
ply, in the next Place, to your angryReproa- 
ches and Cenſures of the -Unitarians, Which I 


might attempt, by inquiring whether to Be like 


the Mahometans or Fewo, in their Belief: of the 
Unity of Cod; or like to Pagan, in their mu 
tiplicity of Divine Perſons, be moſt criminal? 
Whether you do well in repreſenting the Soci- 
nigh, as being at a greater diſtance from the 
reſt of the Chriſtian Church, than the Maho- 
metans ? While theſe-Weny- the 8 
the very Letter; den, that Chriſt is the So of 
Cod, on which the Soemians build their ſtrongefr 
Arguments; deny that ever Chriſt was crkci- 
d, dead or bury d, and that ever he roſe from the 
Dead; who ſuperſede his Laws (in ſubject ion 
to which the very Eſſence of! a Obriſtian lies, 
more than in right 'Syftems of Faith) and rev 
reive another Rule, another Lord, another and 
tarnal Hope; "Whefeas the Unitariens agree 
with other Chriſtians in all theſe and many o- 
D 
As to you Ratity of the Addreſs to the Aa- 
rocco Embaſſador; I ſee not what it amounts to 


S ͤͤͥ ²Ü1·— 7˙ ö 6 r 


— 


wte than Complaint of the Corruption of 
de Chriſtian Fark fue Article of We God; 
ich the Aabometans have kept by Conſent of 
Sides. Yet for as much as I can learn no- 


king from any Unitarians of any ſuch Addreſs. 


from em, nor do you produce any Subſcribers 
Names, 1 conclude no ſuch Addreſs was ever 
mate by any deputed from them, whatever any 
ſingle Perſon might do: 
chude from the Ma 


1 ſuppoſe. you con- and 0 A 
atter of it, that it muſt be Chriftians, becauſe they have the ſame Rule M RA; 
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Pagan Plurality of Sods; and I think 
ſhown ſomething like ity in producing the TE 

timony of Heathen to a Trinity. Hut as 
is not Paganiſm in general, only in onè Aracky 
neither is this preferring Paganiſm to CH 
nity in this very one Point; nor is it to: g 
tianity, but to what they deem corftupt Ins- 
fitions, that they liken | 


a, 


et they count ſuch Trinitarians to 


from ſome Unitarian, and perhaps ſo; yet you Chrift's Word, with themſelves: and the t 


may remember, that ſo you concluded from the 
Matter of Dr. Tillotſon's Sermons; that they 
were a Socinian'ss Again, 1 22 
Can you juſtify your Raſhneſs in ſaying; 
that Unitarians are not Chriſtians? when to be 


the Doctrine of Chriſt, according to their 
beſt jan (which one would think, a Cha- 
rity as little as yours, might readily grant 
they do, who in their Belief go againft all 


temporal Motives, and bear the heavy Wrath 


of their Perſecutors.) Do they not worſhip 
the God of Abrabam, Iſaac, and Jacob? the 
ſame God that the Apoſtles worſhip'd, who 
bow'd their Knees to the God and Father of our Lord 
Jeſu Chriſt, Eph. 3. 14. Nay, don't they wot- 
ip the ſame God that our Lord Chriſt himſelf; 
our great Pattern, worſhip'd? And are they 
not Chriſlians in their Worſhip, who worſhip 
as Chriſt himſelf did? I pray who are Chriftians; 
if not theſęe? Did he not ſay, my Gd and yours 


our Falth and J, john 20. 17. 
tend to ſhew that ever Jeſus Chriſt worſhip'd a 
Son or Holy Ghoſt ? Shew it, and they will 
imitate him. In mean time, if having juft 
the ſame God and Object of upreme Wor- 
ſhip as the Man Chri/t Jeſus had, muſt make 
them net ; Chriſtians, they enyy not any who 
claim the name of the only Chriſtians, upon the 
iir , alt 56 

Again, Whether the Unitarians ever ſaid, 
Paganiſm is preferable to the Chriſtian Dogrine, 
as you aſſert. in your Preface; and *twill concern 
you'to-ſhew, that you make ſome Conſcience 
of «what, you Write, by: making that hèeavy 
Charge good ; it. you can't do it, I ſhall hence: 
forth have no great Opinion of ſuch Monopol i- 
zers of Chriſtianity: I know they may have 
ſaid, that the Doctrine of the Trinity of real 
Ferſons or Minds, in the Godhead, is Aike the 

E c 


8 


no „N 22 
. 


a Chriſtian is to own the Authority and receive 


judg them very much miſtaken in theſe Fon 
yet they think they may hold Inconfifteneys; 
and hope the right part of the Inconſiſtency 
prevails in their Practice and Worſhip of 


cording to the beſt of their Under ſtandings, 
and really believe what they proſeſs. 1 
And I muſt tell you, that the ſo grievous 
Charge of Paganiſm and Tritheiſm upon Fin 
tarians, is ond and made good by other hands 
than the Socinianc. Some Trinitarians themſelves 


have ingenuoufly own'd, that tis Pagunifm 


which ſome Dignitarys of the Church have 


py 
* 
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* 3 1 
Br 


"af 
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Eternal fle, &c. if they act but ſincerely,-acs 
„ 


mainta ind under their Doctrine of a Trinity of 
Perſons (Charge of Tritheiſm againſt Dr. Sherlock) 


and yet there are not a few of that ſame Opt 


nion, tho neither Diſſenters, nor the Church e 


ver -ſpew'd out any for this Pagan Trit bein; but 
the former have courted the Men of. three inf 


nite Minds, at the ſame time that they were vio-—- 
lent againſt an Unitarian. So that Pagan Tri» - 
4. d. You tuft. have and own the ſame God F#heiſm is not fo ſtrange a thing among them, 
with me; or, you and 1 have the ſame -0bje# of who live and thrive either upon the —_— 


Do you pre- or the 'Eftabliſhment,” even in the 'Judgmetit* 
more wary Trinitarians themſelves: And tho Dr. 


Sherlock, thought they made Nonſenſe” of their 


Creed, who did not hold the three infinite Minds , - 


ſo that either they muſt be as much Pagans as 
he, or not Trinitarians: yet I-ſhall not no- 
examine that, only deſire that Socinians” alone 
may not be blam'd, for charging the - Trinity 
of ſome with Paganiſm, and that it may“ not 
be taken worſe at their Hands than at others. 


This will lead me naturally to inquire next, 


what Force there is in your Reproach of the 


Unitarians with their Differences among them 


ſelves, and what reaſon: you have to hoaſt of 
the ſweet Harmony of the Trinitarians,"' 1 


know: not one. Sett of Chriſtians Who have not 
ſome Differences among themſelves. The Uni- / 


tarians are ſome of them Arians, and ſome So- 
cinians, in their Judgment concerning 
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E ˙— . ̃²——— are Pager T rithcifts, ſon Pie. NAP 
= a 62 Lutherans and Colviniſts agree againſt Po- face te Life f Valent. Gentilis, - So that fone | EET 
-- and tho they have ſpoken, I think conſu - go to dne Church, he'l Join with a 10 
_ labour Chriſt's Divine Worſhip ; yet I MAeretick, ſays one; if to another, he joins with 
= ſatisfy'd, Seins himſelf, who was zealous a Pagan Tritheiſt, ſays the other. Tis not Words 
= © ax is, did not mean, that Supreme Worſhip was and Terme, but Senſe and Conception that is a 
” MhbepaidhimasadiſtiatPerſan fromthe Fa- Man's Faith: fo that unleſs there be the ſame 
1 3 ow him. See a late Vindication of the Worſhip Meaning as well as the fame Terms, there is not 
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_ Chriſten Vnitar, Princip, But are nat the 7rini> the ſame Faith, tho they all profeſs a Trinity of 


natarious Untruth never dropt from your different Creeds; and if the Trinity be reveaPd 
x, than what Joy conclude With, That there ars in Scripture ſo plainly, then I pray tell us 
ue Doctrine in whi al Cbriſſ ian Ghurches are fa much which Trinity is o: for tis ſo plain it ſeems, 
mia av inthe Trinith, Incarnation, and Setisfaftion of that one Party ſays 'tis not the Tritheiſts 
Thrift, I am aſtoniſh'd at ſuch Confidence! Are Tinity of three Minds; and the other ſays, 
nat all Chriſtians as much agreed in the Doc- tis not their Trinity of three Modes, that 
trine of -Chriſt's Cruci ion, Reſurreftion, and the Scripture reveals; and the Unifarians are 
Aſcenſion, in the Doſtrine of his coming to ſo complaiſant as to take both their Words; 
n the World, and that of Eternal Life, as they and yet each ſide is angry that they will not 
ane in the Trinity and Incarnation? From the come over to their Party. If it be a fund amen 
time daen pretended to ſettle their Creeds in theſe tal paint, then one Party errs fundamentally, 
Points; I ſay, from tbenceforth they had nothing ſince they are ſo contrary to each other in their 
— Wars, and to this day the Eeft remain divi- Senſe, which you own is the Faith: fo that there 
ed from the Weſt on the point of the perſonal is no efcaping Hereſy at this rate. Firk, try to 
Union. And the Neftorigns (who are granted convert your | Bretbren in Terms, and then the 
to be of the ſame Mind with the Seciniays or Vnitarians will not be diftratted in their Chgine 

-— Bbyinians, by © many Trinitarians; ſee the what ſide to take. And in -ſuch à woful difc. E 
Exqmingtion of tbe Biſhop of Sarum's Expaſition of trafted Caſe (where no publick Yeciſion cou'd t 
tie ad Artick) are ſaid to be more numerous gain'd, tho ſome have cry d ent for help r 
= . than all the Proteſtant Churches, The Greek till almoſt hazrſe ) were you over wil to fet up 
= - remains divided fram the Weſtern Church upon ſuch a vain boaſt of your Unity about the Tri- 
| ( 


the point of the third Ferjon's ing from rity? If this be the Article in which Chriſtians 
* Father and Son; and they are anathematrzed in g 2 to be hoa ſted of, and the World 
= - .-the 4 hen Creed, in as much as they deny _calf'd ta bebold and ſee their blefſed Harmony 
| | 5750 oly;$pirit to. praceed from the Son at all, herein, you did ill to tell it: but I know tis o/ 
y any Eternal Proceſſian. See Smith's State of the therwiſe. 75 * 
Feresk Ghutch ; and Sellers Remarks an Athangſiun. Then comes the Catholich hin all Ages 
Among them of our Fe Britifh eftabliſked for yaur Opinion: this carrys a brave Sound 
= burebes, - how many farts af. Trinitys have with: it, and all Sides adorn their Difcourſes 
F. . -heenobſery'd? Lets ſut in que of them what with this Flouriſh. It ſerves Papiſts and Profil 
8 ſweet Harmony there is between Dr. S—b's, tarts, Greek and Latin, Dr. So—b and Sher-- 
and Dr. Sherlock's Trinity; - There are nume- and none more juftly than the Deniers of the 
;x@us Followers of hoth Schemes, and they own Son's eternal ' Perſonality, and his Equality to the 
one another for Chriſtians, ſa far forth, as little gather, if you'l credit even their violent Ad- 
ds any foreign Sacinians will own ſome Englifh verfary Mr. ien (as far as concerns the moſt 
Wrnitgrians. Is this your Agreement, which you primitive ws. icant or Antenicenes'} who 
are Cd's Prouidence for, when there is no fully demonſtrates, that they 'exptefly deny'd 
Agreement, whetber it be ane dd, or Three? thoſe two great Points, till aft . mended 
or whether:the three Perſons be three infinite their Faith, Lettr. Paſtor. vol. 3. Ist. 6. This 
\ ids Ci. e. Gods). ar three ade? Each ſide great and common Boaſt of che N N 
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Catbolir . | 
L ere agteed in any thittffy his be one de tolerated, and dut, Tet Here u I 
ef. Iifance of their Ag ment, F ar f A fu re © * Fer, when at che fime ti "0 
the never agreed fines theſe Controver wh of 251 8 196 of 6 1 
begin, tho Violence and Art have not been you pretend to be theilt Preac "0 


Arian Writers, and numerous Neſtorian Cfttit-  Precbyrefiant. Don't ' 6 HOW thi 2 
ches, and the Age when the whole Chriftian weak a Stomach as others, and that they . . 
World was Arian, &. muſt be thrown by as as ſpewing Principles in their Catechiſm, of | 
s none of the Catholick Church; and then be rolerating no falſe Religion? Would * like your 1% 
A ſure the Catholick Church (viz. of the Atha- © mat Divino Epiſcopacy ever the wor if any had io 4 
t | naſans)) is againſt the Unitarians : as tho any n ſo unmannerly as to tell you, that it haas 
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Party can't make the like Sport with their Ca- been ſpew'd out, even by the Presbyterians, in a 7.9 
- tho/ick Church x ſor I fine tis à very uncer - - Gonntryyorr ve Heard f i 
tain thing, and that every ſide has their ſeveral You ſay the Arian Perſecutions witneſs, tate 
Catholick Church when it comes to be exa- the Unitarians would perſecute when in their 
mind. And how can it be otherwife ? fince Power; ; I ſee you can prove the Unitarians re We. 
I have ſeen with my own Eyes (ſays the admirable no upſtart Se when you pleaſe, ſince you charge e 
Chillingworth) Councils againſt Councils, ſome Fa- em with Crimes done 1300 years ago. Town'' | |, 
thers againſt others, nay againſt themſelves, the Arians were guilty of iftian Praftices of 
Church and Conſent of one Age 7 prod the this kind,even tho Hiftory ſhould be thought to 
Church of another. Juft as if The of have aggravated Matters. But muſt none he 
Epiſcopacy and Presbytery ſhou'd boaſt; che the one, tolerated whoſe Opinions have been receiv'd 
that the Church of Great Britain 1s'. Epiſcopal, by ſome Perſecutors ? What will you then fag 
the other _—_ Presbyterian 5 when the Truth for your Party? Beſides, who was it taught te 
is, *tis paß one partly Cother 3 one of the Arians to perſecute? Whatever Athana ” „ 08 
.two ge ee Churches Dos "of one — tends, tis certain, the Firſt Severity w'd by 
the other of the other ſorts” I am enough Chriſtians againſt one another, was in the baniſhing 18s 4 
Catholick if I agree but with Chrift and Arius and his Followers, ſays the Preface to Latfan, _ "+ 
Apoſtles; they were Orthodox, but warn'd us of a Lives of Perſecut. *T was by an Edict n_ dro 4 8 
general Apoſtacy, and Anti. Chriſtian Degene- pital, ſo much as to keep an Arian Book i 
racy coming in apace, and like to laſt long. which I know not of a more cruel Edict by +1 


Which Side are F that 7 and which Lewis the 14th. I know no Unitarian ——— 1 
are Catholicks, is to be try e Scripture, but abhors that Unchriftian Retaliation ; for _ 
rationally and conbiſtently to "be underſtood: I truly think no better of a Chriſtian Perſecutor 7 ; 


Hereſys muſt be, and tis not meant, that it ſhou'd than I do of a Chriſtian Thief, or en Muy- 
be only among the feweſt or undermoſt, as the derer. 


People are made to believe. It is the inviolable unalienable Right 0 2a2ͤ © 
In ſhort, a Man may venture to talk big of reaſonable Being to N and p A ac. 8 
the Catholick univerſal Church's Conſent, but cording to his Conſcience, fo long as nothing \* 98 


then it ſhou'd be only in the Pulpit (which is is 5 to the Injury of the Commonwealth in 
the ſafeft place I know of to ſpeak in, where its proper Concernments. Have not the Uni-, 
none may contradit him) but Jou are too bold tarians a God and a Conſcience; and an awful! 
to venture it from the Pre fr at this time a day, Eternity to be concern'd for ? Would you have 
when th © State "oh the 8 my World! is too em abandon all pyblick W of God, or 
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